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ARTICLE XXIl. 


INR. Waterland has jut now publifhed a Ge- 
neral Preface to his Scripture vindicated, for- 

merly printed in three Parts. It is a proper Pre- 
liminary to that Work, which was very well re- 
ceived by all the Friends to orthodox Chriftiani- 
ty ; its fecretEnemies indeed complain’d, theDoétor 
treated the Adverfary againft whom he pointed it, 
with an extraordinary Sharpnefs and Severity; 
but’tis well known how juftly he glories in being 
a moft zealous Afferter of whatfoever he efteems 
a Divine Revelation. The Subject of this little 
Tra& (confifting of 28 Pages) is concerning the 
various Kinds of Interpretation of Scripture, and 
of the /everal Names which they have or may 
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246 The Prefent State of Art. 22. 
go under; for want of duly diftinguifhing which, 


great Confufion arifes in converfing either with: 
Men or Books. ‘To prevent which for the fu- 
ture, and to render the Treatifes it refers to more 
perfpicuous and eafy, the Do¢tor in this place 
handies them very diftin@ly. He divides them 
into Literal, Figurative, and My/fiical. 

1. The /iteral Interpretation of any Place of 
Scripture is {uch as the Words properly and gram-— 
matically bear, or require, without any Trope, 
Metaphor, or Figure, and abftracting from any 
myftick Meaning. As for Inftance: God created 
the Heaven and the Earth. The Words mean 
what they Uiterally import, and are to be interpre- 
ted according to the Letter. 

2. The figurative Conftru€tion of any Place of 
Scripture, is the interpreting it, not by what the 
Words would in themfelves moft ftriétly and 
properly import, but by what they really intend 
under a Figure. For Inftance: The Wolf fhall 
dwell with the Lamb.* A literal Conftruction of 
thefe Words would be abfurd, and therefore can- 
not be admitted as the real Meaning of the Pro- 
phet. In truth, fuch Paflages of Scripture as 
this, confider’d as Scripture,-have no literal Senfe 
at all, nor any but figurative; yet it will not from 
thence follow that fuch figurative Meaning is the 
literal Senfe of Scripture; all that follows is, that 
fome Places of Scripture admit of no Uteral 
Meaning at all, while others do. 

Of figurative Conftruction, there may be as 
many Kinds as there are Zropes or Figures, which 
need not here be particularly named: only, a meta- 
phorical ConftruStion is what often occurs under 
that Title, and it is indeed a Species of it. When 
Herod is denominated a Fox, as refembling that 

Animal 
* Ff, xi. 6, 
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Animal in fome particular Quality or Qualities, 
the Senfe is figurative and metaphorical. ‘The pro« 
phetick Writings abound in Metaphors, and other 
Figures of Speech; but more in Emblems, which 
tho’ near akin to them, are not exactly the fame 
with them, but are more properly referr’d to my- 
fiical than to figurative Conftruction. 

3. The my/ftical Interpretation (otherwife cal 
led {piritual) is commonly fuppofed to take place, 
when the Words of Scripture, over and above 
their Ziteral and immediate Meaning, have alfo a 
more remote, a {ublime and f{piritual Signification. 
Jonah was in the Belly of the Fifh three Days and 
three Nights. The /iteral and hifforical Meaning 
is what thofe Words plainly and properly import, 
exprefling the real Fad, fo far as concerns Jonah: 
But the myflical Meaning, couch’d under the 
fame Words, is, That the Son of Man was (or 
was to be) three Days and three Nights in the 
Heart of the Earth. Myflical Interpretation is of 
four Kinds, viz. Parabolical, Symbelical, Typical, 
and dllegorical. 


1. It is parabolical Interpretation, when we 
underftand any Part of Scripture as containing 4 
Parable. A Parable is a kind of Szmilitude, or 
fe&itions Parallel, taken up at pleafure to reprefent 
fome real Cafe: Of thefe we have fome Inttances 
in the Old Teftamentr, and very many in the New. 
The literal Senfe in a Parable is the Simile, or Re 
prefentation: The Myftical, is the Truth or real 
Fact reprefented. 

2. After Parabolical Interpretation, Symbolical 
may be mention’d, as being near of kin to it for 
there is a kind of fiéitious Similitude or Parallel 
in both. An Example will beft fhew what is 
meant by it. We read in J/aiab, that all the aa 
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of Heaven fhall be diffolved. Now, the Hof of 
Heaven \iterally fignities Sun, Moon, and Stars: 
But Sun, Moon, and Stars fymbolically fignify 
the Princes and Nobles (Civil and Ecclefiattical ) 
forming any State or Polity. So then, the diffol- 
ving the Hoft of Heaven fymbolically means the 
diffolving the whole Frame and Conftitution of 
fuch civil and ecclefiaftical State. This /ymboli- 
cal Language is particularly the Language of Pro- 
phecy, and a right underftanding thereof is the 
only Key to the Prophetick Writings. ‘There is 
no very material Difference between paradolical 
and /ymbolical Conftruction, except it be that a 
Parable always rens in the Form of an Liforical 
Narration, while a /ymbolical Reprefentation is 
commonly in the predictive or zndicative Form, or 
is declarative of what pafs’d in Vifion. 

3. A third Species of myfiical Interpretation is 
the Typical; when real things are reprefented by 
other things as real. A Type, in its general Na- 
ture, is fome real Perfon, Action, Gefture, Thing, 
or Circumiftance of a Thing, reprefenting fome 
other real Perfon, Gefture, é?c. Types may be 
divided into Hifforical and Prophetical. To the 
firft may be referr’d the Type of Yonah fhadow- 
ing out Chrift’s Burial; that of the Brazen Ser- 
pent prefignifying Chrift upon the Crofs; the 
Pafchal Lamb pointing to Chrift as flain; the 
Menna typifying his Flefh; the Temple as a Fi- 
gure of Heaven: as alfo the whole Ceremonial 
Law, typical of good things to come. 

To the fecond may be reduc’d the figuificant 
Actions or Geftures of Prophets: fuch as Feremi- 
ab’s making Yokes and Bonds, and 4gabus’s bind- 
ing his own Hands with St. Paal’s Girdle; as 
ltkewile, whatfoever the Prophets do, or fee, in 

Dreams 
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Dreams or Vifions. as Reprefentative of things 
otherwife fecret, be they prefent or future. 

. The fourth and lait Kind of my/fica/ Con- 
ftruétion is the Allegorical, when rea/ Hitftory or 
Fadts are interpreted as Reprefentative of other 
things as veal, but of a more fublime and fpiritual 
Nature. An Allegory differs from a Type, as be- 
ing a Complication of Types: An Allegory is of a 
more general Nature, and of a larger Extent 
than even a typical Narration, which is but one 
Species of it. An Allegory differs from a Parable, 
as being founded in rea/ Fact, not in filtitious Re- 
femblances, or feigned Cafes. Sarah and Hagar 
reprefented the two Covenants in many refembling 
Circumftances of real Hiftory: fuch Reprefenta- 
tion St. Paul ftiles an Allegory. And his Appli- 
cation of that Law in Deuteronomy, which fays, 
Thou foalt not muzzle the Ox when he treadeth out 
the Corn, to the Provifion due to the Minifters 
of the Gofpel, fhews, that that Law, though it 
had a literal Meaning, was alfo my/ffick and “alle= 
gorical. Indeed all Allegories are Inftances of re- 
al things, only reprefenting higher Realities 3 nor 
are there any proper Allegories which co not at 
the fame time {uppofe the Truth of the Lette 

This excellent Obfervation of the Dottor’s a 
ferve to expofe that vile Fallacy, wi vid runs thro “0 
all Wooltton’s execrable Difcour, fes on the Miracle 
of our Blefled Saviour; i# which he denies them v4 
be veal Fatts, and yet afferts (with an Air of E- 
fteem) that they are allegorical Reprefentations of 
the nobler, fpiritual Operations of Chrift upon the 
Souls of J fen. Had be only faid they were of az 
allegorica al Nature, perh APS he had faid what is 
right; fuch the Fathers of the Church regarded 
them, and as [uch they explained them. But in all 
this, they proceeded upon no other Foundation thar 
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that of their having been truly wrought, in the man- 
ner recorded by the Evangelifis; and indeed if they 
had not been fo, but merely fictitious, they could not 
(according to the Doctor’s juft Remark) have 
been Allegories at all. It ae thus I ufed to argue 
qwith that unhappy Perfon, whom I was familiar 
with; You have flumbled, iays 1, at the very 
Tivefbold: you firft erroneoufly make an Allegory of 
what you fay never exifted, which is the utmott 
Abfurdity ; and, fecondly, you vouch the Authority 
of the Fathers for the Miracles of ‘fefus having ne- 
ver been done, when every Quotation® you bring is a 
dive? Proof tbat they believed the contrary —-— 
Now I have mention'd this Man, I will relate t! 
Story concerning him. It was bis Cuftom, as is “al 
known, to infert at the bottom of every Page of his 
peftilent Letters, in the like manner as Notes, the 
Latin Paffages that he cited and trauflated in the 
Text; one of thofe which I caft my Eye on was from 
Jreneus. J do not remember it fo, at this Diftance 
of time, as to be able to repeat it, but [uch an In- 
flance of bale Difingenuity I cannot recolleét, as I 
know be was guilty of in his Verfion of it; after 
the Detcétion of which, and bis Apolegy to me for 
hiinfelf, I never had any Opinion of bis Sincerity. 
There was in the Original an important Word, Eis, 
which determind the Senfe of the Author, but made 
it entirely ufele/s to the impious Purpofe of Mr. 
W ooltton, be refolved therefore abfolutely to exclude 
it bis Tranflation; and accordingly, whereas it fhou'd 
have ran thus: It Chrift did nothing more for 
the Fews than remove their bodily Difeafes, it 
was no great matter TO THEM. § fie entirely 
fuppre{s'd the Confiruttion of Eis, and interpreted 
the Sentence that is plainly comparative ab/olutely ; 
Thus, 


* Except thofe from Origex, who wrote on this Subje&, 
riz. the Miuracles of our Saviour, in a manner too like 
iFoofton, and juch modern Mythicks. 
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Thus, If Chrift only healed bodily Diftempers, 


he did no great matter. Now it is certain, the 
curing of any bodily Difeafe is of very {mall Value 
to the Patient, 2 comparifon of healing his Soul, 
which was what lrenzeus here intended, as is im- 
mediately obvious; but this not being in the leaft a 
Di/paragement of our Lord’s Miracles, would not 
ferve Mr. Woolfton’s prophane Turn, without Ire- 
nexus was made to fay in our Language what lhe 
would not for the World have utter’d in his own. 
The next time this Impoftor called upon me, I taxed 
him upon this Head, and asked him how he could be 
guilty of fo difingenuous a Fraud, both wilfully to 
pervert an boneft Man's Senfe, affert a Falfbood in 
bis venerable Name, and impofe it on bis unwary 
Readers in debajing the facred Charaéter of the Blel- 
fed Jefus, for whom he fo often pretended the high- 
eft Efteem; for tho it were true, that healing na- 
tural Diforders with only a Word or a Ti ouch, * were 
uo great matter to thofe that were healed, (which 
however is falfe.) Yet all muft own it was in itfelf 
@ great Attion, and evidenced a divine, flupendous 
Power in him who did it. This miferable Man had 
nothing to offer in bis own Excufe, but what, on the 
contrary, highly aggravated 1. his Fault. He replied, 
he thought he might give that Turn to the Expreffion 
of any Author he made ufe of, as was beft accom- 
modated to the Purpofe he quoted him for. So \re- 
nxus was to be vilely perverted, becaufe Mr. Wool- 
fton had a vile Purpofe to ferve by [uch a Perver/i- 
on. IL hope I fhail be excufed this long Digreffion. I 
vebearfe all this for the fake of two Sorts of Per- 
fons; Firft, Of thofe who efpoufe and are fond of 
Mr. W ooltton’s Principles, to fhew them how falfe 
they are, and by what bafe Arts he coloured and ¥2- 
commended them; Truth {corns to be obliged to [uch 
difboneft Contrivances, nor does it wawt them. Se- 
Q 4 condly, 
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condly, Of thofe who tho they liked not his Tenets, 
ve[petted him as a Man of upright Thought and In- 
tegrity; I did fo myfelf till this Difcovery of his 
Prevarication, and if they do fo after this Infor- 
mation, they will betray more Duluef/s than Candor.} 
To return. . 


Allegorical Ynterpretation may be diftinguifhed 
into three fevcral Kinds, under the Names of Di- 
daétical, Tropological and Anagogical; or in plainer 
Terms, Prophetical, Moral, Sublime. The firf 
is fimply prophetical of things to be done under 
the Gofpel State: As Fonah’s being fwallowed up 
is prophetick of Chrift’s Death and Burial. The 
fecond conveys fome important Leffon of moral 
Inftruétion ; as that about wot muzzling the Oxen. 
The third prefigures things fublime and heavenly : 
As God’s refting from bis Works prefigured the 
everlafting Reft of the Bleffed above. But we 
are ftri€tly to remember that in all Al/egories there 
mutt be a Jiteral Senfe, otherwife called hifforical, 
pointing out fome zeal Fact upon which every 
my ftick View is grounded. 

From hence (the Doétor fays) a Judgment 
may be pafs’d upon that allegorical Conftruétion 
of the Fall, which Barnet of the Charter-Hou/fe, 
Blount and fome others have prefumed of late to 
recommend, but which fhould rather be called 
Parabolical or Fabulous, becaufe it excludes the 
literal and hiflorical Meaning, and refolves the 
whole into Fiction. ‘The Doétor fets forth in fe- 
veral Particulars, the mifchievous Effects of treat- 
ing this and the like Scripture Narratives in a 
manner fo unfuitable and groundlefs. He diftin- 
guifhes thefe Fable-Mongers (as they fhould be 
called) from the true and proper d/legorifis; the 
latter preferve the Truth of facred Hiftory invio- 

lable, 
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lable, endeavouring only to convert it to high 
and heavenly Ufes: But the former affect to turn 
Truth into Fiétion, and Hiffory into Fable, over- 
throwing the Letter of holy Writ, and fubfticu- 
ting a Romance in the room of it. 

It muft be owned, be /ays, however, to be a 
nice Affair to allegorize well and wifely, and to a- 
void Extremes. The fafeft Method of proceed- 
ing in the Cafe, is, to allegorize {fo far only as 
Scripture itfelf has directly done, or pointed out 
the Way to, by allegorizing {ome Part, and lea- 
ving it to as many as underftand Connexion and 
Analogy to fupply the reft. It isan Art in which 
there may be a good Degree of Certainty, to as 
many as are compleat Matters of it; but it is 
{carcely one of a thoufand who is fit to be truft- 
ed with the Exercife of it. A Man mutt have 
very {trong Parts, with Coolnefs of Temper, and 
Correétnefs of Judgment, befides a very large 
Compafs of Literature to fucceed tolerably in it- 

| St. Auflin, with feveral more among the An- 
cients; and Vitringa, with many others among 
the Moderns, were proper Jlegorifis: Their De- 
figns were noble, and their Labours in the main 
very inftructive and edifying. ‘To conclude: As 
there are various Ways of interpreting various 
Parts of Scripture, wz. literal, figurative, /ym- 
bolical, typical, parabolical, allegorical fo it is of 
preat Moment to the underftanding and profiting 
by thofe facred Writings, that thefe fevera] Kinds 
of Conftruétion be carefully diftinguifhed: for 
the better effe&ting of which, this moft learned 
Writer has a da Sketch of the feveral Di- 
vifions and Subdivitsons of Scripture Interpreta- 
tion. 
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ARTICLE XXII. 


A Lerrer to the Author of the Prefent 
State, @c. containing fome Reflections on 
the firfi Part of the Effay on Man. 





7. E Correfpondent who fends me the following 

Letter, znforms me that it will be followed by 
two more upon the fame SidjeQ 3 which I intend, as 
Freceive them, to commu cate to my Readers. T; be 
Writer tells me his Defign tierein will appear by the 
Sequel, to be of a larger Extent than merely critici- 
zing any particular Author. He apologizes for any 
Faults of Stile or Incorreéine/s of other Kinds that 
may be found in them; his other Affairs obliging hint 
to a Brevity and Abruptne/i, that is [carcely con- 
fiftent with the Perfpicuity and Plainne/s he aims at, 
and not permitting him to revife them with that Care 
and Exatine/s be’ would otberwife have done. He 
declares, he not only knows bimfelf liable to Miftakes, 
but believes he could hardly avoid feveral on fo ab- 
firufe a Topick, and as thefe may be more obvious ta 
others than himfelf, and Truth and Goodnefs are 
the things be moft ardently defires the Honour and 
Adaancement of, fo be will regard as a fingular Fa- 
vour the friendly Animadverfions of any. 













S IR, 


HE Effay on Man, which no one has yet 
expreisly own’d, has been efteem’d a Per- 
formance of fo great Meri it, that the Publick has 
not 
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not only received it with Applaufe, but appear’d 
follicitous to know where they fhould attribute 
the Honour of it. Some have admir’d the Poc- 
try, others have celebrated the Sublimity of the 
Thoughts, and fome of little reading have been 
charm’d with the Novelty of the Subje&. For 
my part, having formerly perufed a Difcourfe of 
Lord Shaftbury’s, entitled a Rapfody, I pretently 
recollected all the Sentiments of this Poem, which 
{eemed to me copied from it; but not, as / think, 
in the leaft to their Advantage, that noble Wri- 
ter having delivered them, rather in a more plea- 
fing and beautiful manner than our Ethical Poet. 
Politenefs and Good-nature fhine equally through 
that whole Treatife. It is fullied with no mean 
Phrafes, no ill-natured Epithets. Nothing is to 
be feen in it.of /hooting Folly as it flies, and catch- 
ing Manners living, as they rife, or laughing at 
Mankind. Their Reafoning is not afcribed to their 
Pride, nor their Doubts exclaimed at as Folly, 
Madnefs, and Impiety. That illuftrious Author 
was no peevifh Satyriff, no proud D:fator; he 
could bear being contradi¢ted, without threat- 
ning all who dared to differ from him, ow hig’ 
foever, that they fhould not efcape the Lafh of 
his Pen. Altho’ his great Capacity qualified him 
to be an exact Cenfor of Perfons and Things, it 
never imbolden’d him to infult any, much le/s his 
Superiors, nor to brand thofe as odious or con- 
temptible, who did not pay Homage to his Ge- 
nius. Whether the Gentleman now before me 
has obferved the fame Meafures, and treated Man- 
kind with like Tendernefs and Candor, I leave to 
the Determination of thofe who read the Works 
of both without Prejudice. In the mean time 
give me leave to look over his firft Epiftle, and 
examine how far he has therein tranfcended others 
2 On 
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on the fame Topick, or whether he has wen 
the Defign of it with that Juftnefs of Thought, 
and Force of Argument, which is pretended by 
its Admirers. 
His Intention in it, as be tells us himfelf, (1. 16.) 
is to vindicate the Ways of God to Man. As this im- 
plies that there is on Man’s Part fome Complaint 
againft his Maker, fo I think he ought fairly to 
have reprefented it, before he attempted a Jufti- 
fication of the Deity. This certainly was the 
propereft Method of proceeding, if he had pur- 
pofed to give the World a true dea of the Con- 
troverfy. And for this he had a Precedent in the 
Conduct of God upon a parallel * Occafion; but 
1 fee nothing like this throughout the whole E- 
piftle, except one or two indirect Hints, that will 
hardly be taken for Argument or -[ Objection, are 
to pals for it. I can imagine only one Reafon for 
this Omiflion, (unlefs he thought it unworthy of 
his Verfe) which 1s, that this Impeachment of the 
Almighty be replies to, has already been too often 
urged by Atheifts and Unbelievers, to be unknown, 
or to need any Recital. But tho’ this were true, 
yet as it did not prevent the infpired Propbet, 
St. Paul, Bithop King, Dr. Cudworth, Dr. Clark, 
and others, who indie him have had the Honour 
of being Advocates for God again{t his querulous 
Creatures, from 8, and giving a full Scope to 
their Charge, nothing fhould have induc’d him to 
decline a Courfe he was led to by fuch Examples, 
and which he ought to have follow’d, if he had 
confulted only his own Glory: For who can now 
tell that he is a Conqueror, or what Ground has 
he for Triumph, {ince tho’ what he urges on one 
Side may by itfelf feem plaufible, it might appear 
with a very different 4/peé?, it compar’d with 
the 
* Ezek. xviii, +f L. 35, 3€, and 337, 138, 139, 140- 
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the Allegations of his Antagoniffs. As he has for- 
born doing his Adiijilales' Caute this Fa/zce, per- 
mit me in fome degree to fupply the Defect, and 
lay ic before you in plain and genuine Colours ; 
if undifguifed by any “ts, unaflifted by the Ma- 


gick of his Denti it withitands his Oppo/ition, 


and be fuperior to all his /ttacks; tho’ | fhall not 
on that {core have any Opinion of its Strength, 
(for let God be true, and every Man a Liar) yet 
{ome may thereby be cur’d of their implicit Sub- 
miffion to his Diéfates, and it may weaken his 
Power of enchanung the Multitude when be plea- 


fes into Error. 


Now the Subje& of Man’s Quarrel with his 
Creator is this, viz. That he has tramed his Na- 
ture, and determined his Situation, fuch as muft 
neceffarily render him unhappy. For as his Feli- 
city confifts in the Knowledge of Truth, and the 
Fruition of the moft pleafing Senfations his Na- 
ture will admit of, free from Pain; fo in order to 
all this, his own internal Conftitution, and the 
Frame and Difpofition of things about him fhou’d 
be different from what they are. 

His Intelleé&t is weak, eafily deluded, apt to 
form falfe Judgments concerning Truth and Good- 
nefs, unable to diftinguifh or comprehend thofe 
Verities it is of the utmoft Importance to know. 
His ill is equally depraved ; inftead of being di- 
rected by the Mind in its Elections, it’s governed 
by the Paffons. They are blind and headitrong 5 
oppofe the Underftanding, and force the executive 
Powers. Pride, Cruelty, Envy, Luft, with al! 
their odious Modifications, are deeply radicated 
im the Sou/, and flourifh there as in their native 
Soil, fending forth their baneful Fruits into the 
Life and Converfation; fuch as Wars, Murders, 
Rapes, Frauds, Rapine, Riots and Confufions of 
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all Kinds, that are followed with Guilt, Shame, 
Horror, Dread, and a multitude of difmal Con- 
fequences, which every Day’s Experience is the 
miferable W itnefs of. 

And as his nobler Part is thus irregular and fad- 
ly difordered, fo is his Body a pregnant Source 
of innumerable Calamities to him. It conceals 
the Seeds from whence there fpring a dreadful 
Variety of naufeous and painful Difeafes. The 
Pox, the Fever, the Cancer, the Gout, the 
Stone, the Rheumatifm, and a horrid €9 cetera 
of the like are continually invading it. Its fine 
and delicate Organs and Members are expofed 
every Moment to a thoufand Hazards and Acci- 
dents that are accompanied with the fharpeft Pains 
and Agonies. In the very Food that’s eat to nou- 
rifh it, there oftentimes lurks a latent Poifon that 
deftroys it. Sicknefs, Weaknefs, and Pain are 
its frequent, unavoidable Affociates; by one or 
other of which it is generally forc’d into the Grave, 
where notwithftanding its exquifite Structure, its 
amazing Mechanifm and wondrous Form, it dif- 
folves to Duft, and changes to Corruption. 

Thefe are far from being all the Fountains from 
whence thofe Floods of Mifchief ftream, that 
are continually overwhelming Man. The Earth, 
the Elements about him, the Sun and Stars, tho’ 
fo far remote from him, are all Confpirators a- 
pain{t his Peace and Welfare. Befides the fcorch- 
ing Heats of Summer, the piercing Blafts of 
Winter, and all the Inclemencies of every Cli- 
mate; Fires, Famine, Peftilence, Hurricanes, 
Earthquakes and Inundations are every now and 
then furprifing and ruining him. The very infe- 
rior Animals, Fellow-Inhabitants with him of the 
fame Globe, carry about them Inftruments to 
annoy and yex him. ‘The furious Beafts of Prey, 
the 
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the voracious Fifhes, the venomous Serpents and 
the ftinging Infeéts, all contribute to infeft his 
fleeting Life, thatisthus fhort and fill’d with Sor- 
row. 

This is but a very brief and general Sketch of 
that extenfive Scene of Wickednefs and Wo, 
Man’s Tragedy of Life is furnifh’d with. It’s an 
unpleafant Theme, which I have not Words fuf- 
ficient to exprefs, nor Inclination to expatiate on; 
indeed no Tongue can tell, no feeble Pen deline- 
ate its full Dimenfion. I leavethe reft to Thought, 
that can pafs through Hearts, and ranfack all the 
various Reforts of Vice and Lewdnefs: Can en- 
compafs the Earth, traverfe the burning Defarts, 
vifit the difmal Poles; behold the melting Slaves 
finking beneath their Toil, and the frozen Sava- 
ges (envelop’d half the Year in thickeft Gloom ) 
confin’d in Dens and Caverns. Can penetrate in- 
to Gallics, Dungeons, Prifons and Hofpitals; in- 
finuate into the moft fecret Recefies of the di- 
{treffed, and hear the Cries, the Groans, the bit- 
ter Lamentations of thofe, that in the Anguifh 
of their inconfolable Spirits are, under all the 
Diverfity of Affli€tions and excruciating Griefs 
our Race is fubjeé& to, roaring aloud to Heaven 
for Relief and Pity. And what’s the inevita- 
ble Cataftrophe of this frightful Reprefentation ; 
the King of Terrors clofes it, grimly commands 
each wretched Actor hence, and bids him feaft 
the Worms that here he trod on. And can 
we tell his Mifery here concludes, rather perhaps 
increales (for /o we are told) at leaft with moft, 
to Ages everlafting ! Oh what a State is this! 
What 
Footfteps here of Wifdom, Power or Goodnefs! 
——or can this be the Appointment or Work- 
manfhip of God!—= Does it not rather look like 
Chance, 
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Chance, Malevolence, or Impotency at be/t / 
Would any of us fuffer our Fellow-creatures to 
endure fuch a Sight of Afflictions as our whole 
Race confume under, if we could either prevent 
or cure them? And if the Hand that framed us 
were Omnipotent, if the Father of our Spirits, 
the Former of our Bodies, was of boundlefs Com- 
paflion and Benevolence, could our Cafe be as it 
is? 

Such is the Condition, fuch the Complaints 
and Queries of poor unhappy Man. Through 
all Times he has been bemoaning himfelf, and 
diving into the Caufe of his woful Circumftances. 
Many Hypothefes have been contrived to folve 
the difficult Phanomena of his Nature and Stas 
tion; but fo little to his Satisfa€tion, that as the 
Ground of Difcontent ftill remains, fo does that 
of Enquiry likewife. Scarcely any Subject has 
ever exercifed the Thoughts of wife and good 
Men more than this, Of the Origin of that na- 
tural and moral Evil, which has infetted and over- 
Spread the whole Face of fublunary things, and chief+ 
ly Man; who, as he is the moft excellent and valu- 
able in Kind of all God’s Produétions here, fo he is 
without Difpute the moft deprav’d and miferable. 
Nor is there any in the whole Compafs of Ima- 
gination which they have {crutinifed to lefs Pur- 
pofe. It has had the like ill Effeé& upon fome, 
that the fruitlefs Refearches of 4riffotle into the 
Myftery of the Tides are faid to have had upon 
that Philofopher; defpairing to inveftigate it, 
they have plung’d into the hideous Gulph of A- 
theifm. 

Moft of the heathen Sages who were Theifts, 
(and efpecially the Perfian Magi, in order, as they 
believed, effectually to explain it) held that this 
Earth was not originally made, nor is governed 
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by a kind and intelligent Being alone, but by 
two contrary Principles, orie good and the other 
evil; arid that all things deriving their Exiftence 
from them, muft of courfe participate of their 
different Natures. 

This general Notion was not precifely the fame 
in all Countries, and among all the Seéts that en- 
tertain’d it. Some thought the two Principles 
(which they named Oromazes atid Arimanius) were 
both of them eternal, necefflarily exiftent, and in- 
dependent, joint Efficients of all things. Some 
fancied the evil Principle to be of a middle Na- 
ture, between God and Matter, neither fo per- 
fect as the firft, nor fo itnperfect as the latter, bur 
not dependent on either of them in its Operations. 
Others f{uppofed the good Ptinciple only was 
eternal, that the evil one was produc’d by it, 
and originally refembled it, till by fome A& of 
Difloyalty it became polluted icfelf, and (turn’d 
to Evil and Malevolence) endeavoured to fhed the 
baneful Infection over all the other Works of 
God. 

The fitft of thefe particular Tenets feems to 
have been that of the ancient Magi, at leaft be- 
fore Zoroaftres reform’d the Perfian Religion. 
What he fubftituted in the place of it, is not ea~ 
fy to determine exactly. Dr. Prideaux has near 
the Beginning of his Memoirs of that famous 
Impoftor, given an obfcure, or rather, as J chink, 
contradictory Account of his Doétrines upon this 
Head. He firft fays, “* That he iritrodic’d one 
“¢ fupreme God, ({uperior to the good and evil 
Principles which before his Time were ac- 
counted for fuch) who created both Light 
“¢ and Darknefs, and out of thefe two, accord- 
“ing to the alone Pleafure of his own Will, 
*° made all things elfe that are; agreeable to that 
OcToBER 1734. R *6 noted 
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“ noted Paflage of L/aiah, I form the light, and 


“¢ create Darkne{s; I make peace, and create evil: 

“ I the Lord do all thefe things.’ * Andafter thishe 

adds, ** But to avoid making God the Author of ~ 
“ Evil, his Doétrine was, that God; originally 

“ and direétly created oly Light or Good, and 

* that Darknefs or Evil followed it by Confe- 

“¢ quence, as the Shadow doth the Perfon; that 

“¢ Light or Good had omly a real Production, from 

«© God, and the other afterwards refulted, from. it 

“‘ as the Defeét thereof. In, fum, his Doétrine 

*¢ as to this Particular was, That there was one 

“‘ fupreme Being independent and felf-exifting 

“ from all Eternity. That under him there were 

“¢ two Angels, one the Angel of Light, who is 

“© the Author and Director of all Good; and the 

“¢ other the Angel of Darknefs, who is, the 4z- 

“¢ thor and Direétor of all Evil; and, that thefe 

*¢ two, out of the Mixture of Light and Dark- 

“ nels, made all things, that are.” ‘Thefe two 

Paragraphs do not appear to me to be perfectly 
confiftent; as a Refleé&tion of the Doéctor’s, 
which lies between them, feems at the fame time 
to be very injudicious. Jt is this: He doubts not 
but it was from the above cited Paffage in Maiah, 
that Loroaftres had the Hint of mending the great 
Abfurdity in the Perfian Theology, of admitting two 
firft and fovereign Caufes of things. 

Certainly the Doétor thinks Zoroaffer had.a 
very indifferent Judgment, to need any other 
Hints upon fuch an Occafion, than what his own 
Reafon and good, Senfe might fuggeft to him. 
for my part, as I verily believe, (notwithftand-. 
ing the Doétor’s fubtle Imagination, and, the 
Pains he has taken to prove this Pretender to have 
been by Birth and Religion a few, and Servant 

to 
* Tfaiah xly. 7. 
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to Daniel, before he affum’d his apoftolical Cha- 
radier) that he never fav or knew any thing ot this 
Text; fo if he did, and made it the Foundation of 
his Syftem, the Superftructure he raifed thereon 
was very unfuitable to it. Would he in that 
Cafe have gone about to avoid making God the 
Author of Evil, when God has (in thofe very Words 
which the Dottor affignus as the Occafion of it) in 
thé ftrongeft Terms that are pofflible, declared 
himfelf to be fo? Or would he have trumpt up 
a Couple of Angels to be the 4uthors and Di/- 
penfers of Good and Evil, when God fo eagerly 
reiterates it, that there is zone elfe, no God befides 
him that does any fuch thing ; that he a/one forms 
Light and creates Darknels, makes Peace and 
creates Evil; that he the Lord only does do all 
thefe things? I fay, Can Zoroaffer with the leaft 
Propriety be fuppos’d to have taken from this 
Text the Hint of his new Creed, when they are 
as unlike one another as Light and Darknefs? Zo- 
yoafter teaches that God is not the Author of E- 
vil; the Man infpir’d by God himfelf pofitively 
afferts that he is. Zoroafter fays that God created 
ouly Light or Good; God as directly declares by 
the Pen of //aiah, that he formed both the Light 
and the Darknefs, that he makes Peace and cre- 
ates Evil. Zoroaffer has placed the Creation and 
Diftribution of both in the Hands of a Couple 
of fubordinate Powers; God avows he has re- 
ferved both //ely in his own; that he is the Lord 
alone, and there is none befides him to create ot 
difpenfe either. : 
Now my Hand is in, I will take the Liberty 
of extending this Digreffion a little farther. The 
Doétor (as well as fome others) is extremely fond 
of making the Fewifa Writings the Store-houfe 
from whence Zoroafter, and indeed all the hea- 
R 2 then 
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then Philofophers (that have had any fuch Senti- 
ments) have deriv’d their Knowledge of the Ori- 
in of Evil from an evil Principle, (which we 
call the Devil); of the perpetual Struggle between 
God and him, and his final Reduétion; of the 
general Refurrection, the Day of Judgment, and 
the Rewards and Punifhments of a future State. 
To this purpofe, (after reciting Zoroafter’s Do- 
étrine relating to thefe things) he fays, ** And 
“© how confonant this is to the Truth, is plain 
‘<¢ enough to be underftood without a Comment, 
<¢ and clearly fhews he was not unacquainted 
“ with the Revolt of the fallen Angels, and the 
“© Entrance of Evil into the World that way; 
“© but had been throughly infiruéted, how that God 
“ at firft created all his Angels good, as he did 
€6 alfo Man, and that they that are now evil, be- 
<® came fo wholly through their own Fault; and 
“¢ that he was well verfed in the facred Writings of 
“ rhe Jewith Religion, out of which it manifeftly 
“¢ appears to have been all-taken.” I with the 
Jearned Doétor had been pleafed to name thofe 
facred Writings of the Fewi/h Religion, and have 
quoted the Paflages of them, from which fuch a 
Syftem as Zoroafter’s might have been fairly com- 
piled: for my part, I know of none fuch, except 
avery few Texts, which appear to us that have 
fince been very fully inftructed in thefe Points, as 
Intimations of them; but whether thofe Books 
of the Hlagiographa chiefly, in which they are, 
were at all known to Zoroafier, or if they were, 
whether thofe Paflages of them would have fug- 
gefted the fame Ideas to him, as they now do to 
us, or have ferv’d for a Bafis to erect fuch a 
Scheme as his on, is very much to be queftion’d. 
I rather think thefe Doctrines among the Per- 
frans and other Gentiles, were built upon the Tra- 
ditions 
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ditions deliver’d down by their Anceftors from 
the firft Ages of the World; which the Fews 
were fo far from preferving clearer and more fully 
than they, that, on the contrary, the Genius and 
Structure of their Religion was fuch as naturally 
tended to their Neglect and Oblivion. And 
therefore, if any of thefe fublime Speculations 
appear in their later Uncanonical or Hagiographal 
Writings, it’s likelier they borrowed them from 
that Store which the Egyptians and Perfians had 
retain’d, than that thofe Nations were indebted 


for them to their Treafury. 


W hen our Bleffed Saviour came into the W orld 
to bring Life and Immortality to Light by the 
Gofpel, he made a full Difplay of thofe sitet 
Truths, the broken Remains of which had fo 
long been mix’d. with Fable, and cover’d with 
Superflition: They fhone forth with full Luftre 
in his Difcourfes, and the Writings of his Apo- 
ftlesy but I don’t find any Suggettion through- 
out, of their being beholden tor them to the 
Jews. Our Lord brought them frefh from Hea- 
ven, from whence they had been afore communica- 
ted in.an inferior meafure to Adam, Seth, Enoch, 
and their righteous Seed until Moab, who pre- 
ferved them (as well as Mankind) from perifhing 
by the Flood, and tran{mitted the precious De- 
pofitum to his Pofterity, by whole idolatrous 
Hands they were, 7#’s true, foon adulterated, but 
yet were made the Ground-work of their feveral 
religious Inititutions. 

I am not intending by all this to fay that the 
Fews were quite ignorant of thefe things, but 
only that the Notices of them were not peculiar 
to them, or by any fpecial Revelation, but of 
the fame Extraction with thofe of their Neigh- 
bours,; and therefore that Zoroafres, and other 
R 3 wife 
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wife Men amongft the Gentiles, might have fome 
Acquaintance with thefe grand Points, without 
being obliged forit to any Communications from 
them. 

But to return to my principal Subject. All 
agreed there was a bitter Contention between the 
two oppofite Powers, but the Iffue of it was va- 
rioufly reprefented. Sotmeé Held that the good 
Principle thould at laft overcome the evil one, 
and adjudge him and all his Adherénts to Chains 
of Darknels and everlafting Torments: After 
which Event, uninterrupted Order and Happi- 
nefs fhould prevail for ever over all the reft of the 
Univerfe. Some pretended that after a long and 
fierce Conteft, the two contending Principles 
came to an Agreement and Treaty, whereby the 
good one confented to give up the World to the 
Funifdiction and ‘Will of the evil one for a certain 
Number of Ages; at the Expiration of which 
Term, he is to refume the Goverfment and Di- 
rection of it, and all things are to be reftored to 
abfolute and ever-during Re@titude: thefe are fi- 
Jent about the fubfequent Fate of the evil Prin- 
ciple, and thofe that are Partners with him; but 
the Current of their Opinion feems to determine 
it on the favourable Side, at leaft for all his Adhe- 
rents. QOchers, of a {weet and gentle Difpofi- 
tion, unable to digeft the horrid Apprehenfion of 
endlefs Confufion and inceffant Mifery, being the 
Portion of fo great and noble a Part of the Crea- 
tion, as the firtt Hypothefis configns to them; 
fuppofe, that the ev i Principle a at long run 
be entirely extirpated, and all betides, without 
Exception, reduc’d to that Harmony, Beauty, 
and Felicity, which crown 'd and adorn’d all Na- 
ture before the accurfed yori of Arimanius ; 


from which ferene and blefs’d Eftate nothing thal} 
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ever any more degenerate. Thus 





are ee ee ee ee a ee oe 





Art. 23. the Republick of Letters. 26> 


Thus flu€&tuating and uncertain were the Sen- 
timents of the Heathens concerning the Caufe, 
the Origin, and Ceffation of moral and natural 
Evil. One might have hoped the Gofpel Reve- 
lation would have afforded fuch explicit and ple- 
nary Declarations upon thefe abftrufe Points, as 
would have determin’d for the future all Contro- 
verly about them. But the Cafe is far otherwife ; 
and thofe who live in the Light of it, are as 
much in the Dark, with refpect to them, as any 
of their Pagan Anceftors, if we may judge by 
the Fagernefs of their. Enquiries into, and the 
Variety of their Opinions relating to them. 

They have indeed generally concurr’d to reject 
the fevereign evil Prineiple of the Magi; nor do 
I know any Exception thereto but that of Ma- 
nes, (and his Difciples and Followers) who intro- 
duced it with fome. other extravagant Whimfies 
of their own into Chriftianity, and for a while di- 
fturbed the Church with them under the Name 
of Manicheifm. It is well known, the fainous 
Sr. Auguptine was infected with this peftilent He- 
refy, which he afterwards renounc'd, and ftrenu- 
oufly confuted. It never {pread very far, and in 
no long time vanifhed. A few Years ago there 
was a fort of Attempt to revive that Part of it 
which refers to the two Principles; but the Ab- 
furdity of it was fo clearly demonftrated, and all 
Shew-of Argument in its Favour fo entirely baf- 
fled by feveral able Hands, that all the Learning 
and Subtilty of Mr. Bayle were not fufficient to 
recommend and reftore it. 

The great Majority of Chriftians have given 
in to a Scheme, that makes the Principle of Evil, 
here,.:to be a created Angel, who was originally 
formed a good one, and afterwards. became evil 
thro’ his own Default, by apoftatizing from his 
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Creator and Lord. Since which, he perfifts in 
a malevolent Hoftility again{t him, and in endea- 
vouring malicioufly to pervert from their Duty 
and Allegiance, as many of his Fellow-Creatures, 
both Angels and Men, as he can poffibly delude 
and engage in his Confederacy. According to 
this Scheme, it was he, who envying the innocent 
and happy Eftate our Species at the Beginning 
were created and plac’d in, feduced our Fett Pa- 
rents to that Aét of Rebellion which forfeited 
them the divine Favour, contaminated their 
whole Race with a moral Depravity, and induc’d 
that Diforder into the Frame and ‘Texture of 
things, which is the Source of all that natural 
Evil we feel and complain of. This is what the 
Generality of Chriftians believe upon this Head, 
efteeming it unexceptionably agreeable both to 
Reafon and reveal'd Religion. 

I have known fome few, that without difclaim- 
ing the Chriftian Name, have profefs’d to think 
the Scripture Doctrine of the Devil, or evil 
Principle, to be more like theirs afore-mention’d, 
who fuppofed him a kind of middle Nature be- 
tween God and Matter. Thefe I now fpeak of, 
fancy him to be an uncreated, intelligent, and 
powerful, evil Agent, at Enmity with God, and 
able to conteft with him; yet fo far inferjor to 
him in Strength, that he fhall in the Iffue be 
overcome and bound by him; but that in the 
mean time he difturbs the Tranquillity of Hea- 
ven and Earth; in the latter of which he has fo 
jar prevailed, as to poffefs the larger Share of 
Empire over it, and fubject moft Part of its In- 
habitants to his defpotic Sway, labouring to pro- 
cure a total Defeétion of both from God their 
rightful Sovereign; who oppofes him with an 
Hoft of holy Angels, headed by his only begotten 


Son, 
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Son, who recovers many of his Conquefts, pre- 
vents him from doing much of that Mifchief his 
infatiable Malignity prompts him to, and which 
he would ochereie perpetrate, and who will at 
laft, after a moft fierce, a tedious and difficult 
Combat, conquer him, and become his Judge. 

_ Thofe who hold this Opinion are as forward as 
the former, to alledge the New Teftament in 
their own Favour; and obferve, that Satan is no 
where therein called, or indeed defcribed as a 
Creature, nor is the Almighty any where ftiled 
his Maker: On the contrary, he is therein enti- 
tled the God of this World, the Prince of the Power 
of the Air, the Spirit that worketh in the Hearts 
of the Children of Difobedience. He is therein re- 
prefented as having the Power of Death; as fight- 
ing againft God, his Ste and Saints: ‘Fhe 
Son of the moft High is faid to be fent into the 
World to encounter him, to deftroy his Works, 
and recover the Prifoners he has taken, and finds 
him potent enough to bruife his Heel, and put 
him to a hard Struggle, and bitter Agonies; nay, 
to undergo Death itfelf, before he can utterly 
fubdue him. 

Here now are a Coupie of Syftems concerning 
the Cayfe and Principle of Evil, in which almott 
all that go by the Name of Chriftians center and 
fix themfelves. They are very different from one 
another, and yet the Partifans of both equally 
fancy they difcover them clearly in the facred O- 
racles; but after all, it would be no eafy matter 
to reconcile either of them to Reafon, how con- 
formable foever one of them may be to Truth. 

All fnch as are diftinguifhed by the glorious 
Title of Orthodox, and are prejudic’d by their 
yery firft Impreffions in favour of the former of 
thefe two Schemes, will moft readily a ay 
Ablur- 
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Abfurdity of ‘two neceflary, independent Prihci- 
ples, and of any thing that is felfexiftent being 


imperfe& and evil. They will exclaim againft: 


the Impicty likewife of allowing any proper Do- 
minion (even an tfarp’d‘one) over this World to 
the Devil, in‘defpite of fo many exprefs Declara- 
tions of Scripture, which aftribe the Govern- 
tient of it wholly ‘unto God; and will wonder 
there fhould be any fo abandon’d of Piety or 
common Senfe, as to embrace a Sy{tem which 
involves fo fnuch Prophanenefs and Irrationality. 

But while they are thus fpying and defcanting 
upoh the monftrous Blemifhts of this Scheme, 
which are, 7 mujt be own d, fuffiiciently confpi- 
ctous, they will do well fetioufly to ponder and 
reflect upon the almoft infupetable Difficulties 
which clog theit own, and according to the fa- 
gacious Advice of our Saviour, caft the Beam 
out of that before they attémpt to pull the Mote 
out of the other. | 

Fort not to infift on the Impoffibility of con- 
etiving how Evil fhould arife, and come into 
Exiftence, where theie was nothiiz to introduce 
it, nor any thing bur Goodnefs before; or how 
a pure Intelligence, completely Wife, Good, and 
Happy as Satan was, free from the leaft internal 
Ditorder, and without any thing external to bi- 
afs or pervert it, fhould of itfelf, and without 
any Caufe, deviate from that State of Reéétitude, 
and betome foolifh, malevolent, and evil. IT fay, 
not to infift upon this (which yet is a main Point 
to be determined, and which this Scheme fuppo- 
fes, without affording us any Proof of the Poffi- 
bility, or elucidating the Modus, of it;) How 
infuperable a Task is it to accéunt for God’s pro- 
ducing a Being, which he forefaw the Lapfe and 
Malevolence of, with all the horrid ‘Confequen- 
ces 
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ces it would be attended with? Or allowing an 
apoftate Creature and Vaffal, whofe Life is in his 
Hands, and whofe Ability is at his Controul, to 
employ the one, and to exert the other, in dif- 
pleafing and difhonouting his divine Majefty, in 
counteracting his nobleft and moft benevolent De- 
figns, in rharring his thoft valued Works, enfna- 
ring and ruining Man, and laying wafte a rational 
World for which he has teftified a moft extreme 
Affe€tion? How unaccountable is it, that he 
fhould permit him by his pernicious Rage, to 
make fuch Devaftations as have coft him an infi- 
nite Expence to repair but zz part, eveti the pre- 
cious Blood of his only begotten Son, when he 
is able every Moment with a mere Volition to 
curb, or even anhihilarce him? That he fhould 
fuffer him after all to. rétain in everlafting Shackles, 
Millions of his Créatutes and Subjects, whom his 
Son died to fet free; or to exult in betraying 
more Souls to Perdition, at no greater Coft than 
that of his indefatigable Spite and accurfed Sub- 
tilry, than the bleffed Jefus has ranfomed, or at 
moft fhall exalt to Glory, notwithftanding he has 
Jaid down the invaluable Price of his ineitimable 
Life? Nor is it much lefs ftrange indeed on the 
other hand, that fo fagacious a Spirit, having ex- 
perienced the fuperior Strength of the Almighty, 
and been foiled in Heaven, fhould yet maintain 
a Conteft with him, now he knows him to be in~ 
finitely more potent thati bimfelf, and while he 
cannot be ignorant that by every Inftance of Ma-~ 
lice, Oppofition, and Spite, he inflames the juft 
Wrath of an omnipotent Adverfary, ‘atid incen- 
fes that infupportablé Vengeance, which he can 

neither evade or refift. 
Such aftonifhing Difficulties as thefe, that, in 
the Judgment of many, it is impoffible to — 
eem 
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feem infeparably to attend that Scheme, which 
makes Satan, or the evil Principle, to have been 
primitively a good Angel, to have been created 
by God, and to hold his Exiftence and Power by 
no other Tenure than that of his mere Will and 
arbitrary Pleafure. . 

Thus we fee, that on what Side foever we 
turn ourfelves, Briars and Thorns are in the Way 
of our Progrefs towards the Knowledge of the 
Original of Evil. The two infinite, neceflary, 
independent Principles of the Magi are deftru- 
ctive of one another, and confequently cannot 
fubfitt themfelves, much lefs be the Caufes of any 
thing elfe. Zoroaffer’s Scheme (perhaps miftaken- 
ly * attributed to him by Dr. Prideaux ) is in all 
sefpects ridiculous. That which the Generality 
of Chriftians fancy to be the Doétrine of the Bi- 
ble relating to it, feems infufficient to account for 
its primary Origin, and to be clogg’d with inex- 
tricable Perplexities ; and what a few others (who 
affect Singularity ) pretend to deduce from that 
divine Revelation concerning it, is manifeftly ab- 
furd and impious +. What therefore muft we do, 
or rather what ought we to infer from all this? 
Many Divines have believed it their Bufinefs and 
Duty to free Theology of this troublefome In- 
cumbrance, to clear the divine Perfeétions of 
that Soil ic carnifhes them with, and reconcile 

the 


* The moft ingenious Mr. Moyle fays, that Zorca/fer’s fet- 
ting up a third Principle, fuperior to the good and evil ones 
of the elder Mag#, is contradicted by all the old Writers. 
‘Fhat Arifotle, Hermippus, Eudoxus, and Theopompus, make 
him hold two. only. 

+ I mean by thefe, or other Epithets of the like kind, 
nothing contumélious or reproachful, nor any more than 
what they literally import. When ufed in the vulgar abufive 
Senfe, they ferve only to prejudice the Reader, and toa often 
hide and injure the moft important Truths. 
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the Gofpel Account of Evil with our natural I- 
deas of the Deity: while others allo, uot of the 
facved Funttion, have, in quality of Philofophers, 
undertaken, in different W ays, to rid their Hands 
of thts Opprobrium of human Science. 

Amid{t the Variety of Hypothe/es which have 
been invented for this Purpofe, there is not one 
that is not juftly liable to fome very obvious Ex- 
ception; however, it may not be altogether ua- 
ferviceable to sketch out a brief Reprefentation 
of them; for tho’ an inquilitive, penetrating Ge- 
nius fhould find in none of them that Satisfaction 
it feeks after, nor be able thereby thoroughly to 
folve thofe fhocking Phenomena in the natural, 
animal, and moral World, which have obtain’d 
the Denomination of phyfical and moral Evil, 
yet the Mind may receive from them fome ufeful 
Hints, it may fee what Defeéts are to be fuppli- 
ed, what Difficulties to be remov’d, and what is 
yet to be done for the forming a rational and con- 
fiftent Theory of a moft abftrufe and delicate 
Subjeét, or whether the effecting any fuch thing 
be not, after all, a hopelefs and abfolutely im- 
practicable Project : If it become fenfible, this latter 
is the Cafe, it may learn its own Weaknefs, the 
Propriety of acquiefcing in fupernatural Notices 
juft as we receivethem, without any farther Scru- 
tiny inte the Modus of what is fo revealed, and 
be contented under its own Dilappointment, fee- 
ing whatit afpires to tranfcends the Reach of human 
Faculties; and the moft capacious Underftandings 
have laboured, and ever mutt labour, under the fame 
Ignorance of it. But as this Letter is already pro- 
tracted to a much greater Length than I at firft 
intended, the Confideration of thefe mutt be re- 
ferr’d to another. lam in the mean while, €¢c. 

Sept. 30. 1734. 

ART I- 













































ARTIQGQLE XxXIV. 


Scripture Liserrty aferted, and the 
Scripture Dottrine of the Trinity vindi- 
cated: againft a Book written by Dr. Wa- 
terland, aud entituled, 'The Importance 
of the Doétrine of the holy Trinity af 
ferted, @c. By a Clergyman iu the 
Country. London: Printed for J. Noon, 


at the White Hart iz Cheapfide near 
Mercers Chapel. 1734. Pagg. 134. 8yvo. 


HIS anonymous Oppofer of the moft 
learned Dr. Waterland, our modern Atha- 
nafius, fays, that the Adverfaries of his Notion 
are fo far from denying the Doétrine of the Z7i- 
ity, as reveal’d and declar’d in Scripture, to be 
an important Doétrine, that they zealoufly con- 
tend for its being fo in Oppofition to his Notion. 
And as there never was (/ays be) a more grofs, 
itreligious, and Antichriftian Error promoted, in- 
ftead of the real and f{criptural Doétrine of the 
holy Trinity, than that Doctrine of Trithei/ix, 
which Dr. 7. hath many Years been afferting 
and vindicating; fo there never was an Here/y 
more thoroughly confuted from Scripture, Rea/ony 
and the unanimous Senfe of the primitive Chri- 
2 {tian 
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27.5 
ftian Church, than this Doctrine of his, whick, 
he abufively calls the Dotivine of the holy, Trinity, 
and wou’d, infinuate to be the Doétrine of the 
Church, has been. So that this Gentleman. owns 
it is perfectly, amazing to. him, whap the Doctor 
can mean by writing fuch an extravagant ill-na- 
tur’d Book, void; of all Moderation, Decency, 
and even Modefty. [Zo my. certain Knowledge 
there are fome, who fland amazed at this ingcnious 
Writer bimfelf, upon.the. very fame. Account. | 

Ir was reafonable, he /ays, to. expect, that the 
Doétrine which Dr. Waterland pretends to be fo 
important and fundamental, as to. deferve even a 
Popifh. Authority to, eftablith it, fhould be fome 
where or other exprefs’d in. Scripture; and, that 
he fhould be able to fet it forth in, Scripture 
Terms, that fo we might before we fubfcribed) to 
it, or were elfe anathematiz’d and ruin’d for not 
doing fo, be fatisfy’d that it is.really a Do&trine 
of Chrift declar’d in his Gofpel. But tho’ the 
Doétor has been call’d upon, over and over, to 
fhew where his Doétrine is, declared in Scriptures 
and to produce either fo much as one fingle Text 
thence, or ove Teftimony of any ome Writer of 
the ancient Church for it; yet, he has always 
fail’d, and muft for ever fail of doing it, [7.e. in 
this 4uthor’s Judgment, for unquestionably there 
are. many. thoufands. of a.very different Opinion, | Ue 
has wrefted Scripture to make it {peak his Senfe, 
even to a fhameful Degree, and yet he cannot 
make it fpeak it; and he has mifreprefented. and. 
perverted the Creeds.and Teftimonies of the Wri- 
ters of the ancient Church by every Art of So- 
phiftry, unfair and unfcholar-like Interpretation, 
of their Words, in flat Contradiction to the plain 
and exprefs Senfe of them. And, the Effeét has. 
been, that the more he has been, confuted in eve- 
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ry refpeé&t, the more obftinate and angry he has 
been; and when Scripture, Reafon, and all Anti- 
guity are fhewn to be againit him; when it has 
been prov’d to a degree of Detmonftration, that 
his Notion has not the leaft Countenance from 
any of thefe; and that, in truth, it is a mere Fi- 
ction, firft brought into the Church, and begun 
to be promoted towards the latter End of the 
fourth Century, thro’ a wilful Corruption of the 
Doétrine of the Nicene Council, and in plain Op 
pofition to it, by Gregory Nyffen, Maximus, and 
a few other Trithei/ts; has been propagated by 
popifh Violence and Perfecution; and has lived 
to be efpous’d and refin’d by Dr. W.. fo as to ap- 
pear even fhocking to a Chriftian; when all this 
has been fully and evidently prov’d, now at laft, 
in Defiance, as it were, of the common Senfe of 
Mankind, he puts on an Air of Affurance, calls 
his Hypothefis at random the Doffrine of the Ho- 
ty Trinity, afferts boldly that it is zmportant and 
fundamental; and to difgrace the Church with it, 
calls upon her to fend out her Cenfures againft all 
who deny or oppofe it. 

If fome, adds he, thro’ Bigotry and want of 
thinking, and others thro’ Indifference in Matters 
of Religion, and want of Honefty, were not dif- 
pos’d to difregard the great and plain Dotrines 
of Scripture, Dr. W”.’s Hypotliefis had long fince 
been univerfally exploded; and there would have 
been no need of my taking notice of a Book, the 
unreafonable and infamous Nature of which is 
more than a Confutation of it. 

One would think there was hardly any thing 
could juftify taking notice of a Book in order to 
confute it, which had already more than confu- 
ted itfelf; but the Doétor’s is fuch a one as ought 
not to pafs uncenfured, and therefore our Author 

2 {pends 
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{pends fome Obfervations upon it. OF what Con- 
fequence they are to his Purpofe, and how far 
they invalidate the Doctor’s Arguments which 
they are oppos’d to, will beft appear by the fol- 
lowing Extracts. 
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“¢ It is, in the firft place, evident, Le /ays, by 
the Doétor’s calling his Notion of the Trinity 
an important and fundamental Do@rine, that he 
does not at all underftand what is a fundamental 
Doétrine of Religion. —-There is in reveal’d 
Religion no fundamental Do€trine or Article, 
but which is clearly exprefs’d in Scripture, and 
which likewife by its own Nature, or the ex~ 
prefs Teftimony of the Scripture itfelf, is de- 
clar’d to be necefflary or fundamental. In 
the Chriftian Religion, there are two funda- 
mental Articles, thus exprefs’d by our Saviour 
himfelf; This is Life eternal, that they may 
know thee (the Father) the Only True God, 
and Fefus Chrifi whom thou haft fent. St. Paul 
aflerts the fame otherwife thus, Zo us there is 
but One God even the Father, of whom are all 
things: And one Lord Fefus Chrift By (thro’) 
whom are all things. Again; There is One 
God, and One Mediator between God and Men, 
the Man Chrift Fefus. And again, the fame 
Apoftle fums up the whole of his preaching, 
and of the Chriftian Religion, in two Arti- 
cles, namely, Repentance towards God, and 
Faith towards our Lord Fefus Chrift. In thefe 
two exprels fundamental Articles is included 
the whole both of Natural and Chriftian Re- 
ligion. 

“* Thefe plain Texts need no Interpretation, 
and are plainer in themfelves than any Expofi- 
tion can makethem. Yet Dr. W.’s Doéctrine 
of the Trinity, which he calls fundamental, 
OCTOBER 1734. S “ not 
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“ not only fuppofes that there are no fuch Texts 
“© in Scripture, but that the direét contrary to 
“© them is the fundamental Dottrine of the Tri- 
“* nity. According to his Notion our Saviour 
“ fhould have faid, This is Life eternal to know 
“the only true God, Father, Son, and Holy 
“ Ghoft; and Fefus Chrift the fame only true God 
“ <yhom thou baff fent. And St. Paul fhould have 
“ faid, Zo us Chriftians there is but one God, [not 
“ the Father, but] the Father, Son, and Fioly 
“ Ghoft, of whom are all things; and one Lord 
“ Helus Chrift, the fame God, by (through) whom 
© ave all things. St. Paul diftinguifheth where 
“© he fhould not, according to Dr. W. in calling 
6 the Father the Oue God of the Chriftians, in 
“ exprefs Contradiftinétion to the Son, &c. 
“ whereas Dr. W. afferts, that the Son and Holy 
“© Ghoff are as much the one God of Chriftians, as 
“ the Father (alone by St. Paul declar’d to be fo) 
“is, Again, inftead of faying, There is one God, 
66 and one Mediator between God and Men, &c. 
“ he fhould have faid (in direct Contradi&tion) 
“ There is one God who is Mediator between God 
“6 and Men, For that the Son (who was made 
“ Fleth) the Man Chrift Fefus, whom St. Paul 
© ftiles Mediator, is equally, Dr. W. thinks, 
“ /upreme God, with the Oxe God and Father of 
6¢ ai], to whom he is Afediator. 
“ Dr. Waterland ({ays) can thofe who believe 
& Chrift to be God, and who honour him as fuch, 
“6 ever think it reafonable or pious 40 hold Communion 
“ with Men, who by what they call inferior Wor- 
<° fhip, do thus manifeftly difbonour and degrade 
“ their God and Saviour, denying bis divine Per- 
“ feétions, &c. (p. 38.) 
“ But how do they difhonour Chrift, who 


*¢ honour him with every high Title afcribed to 
“ him 
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ce 


him in Scripture? Who refufe him not the Ti- 
be 


tle of God, tho’ to be fure not in Dr. W.’s 
“* Senfe of his being the one God of Chriftians, 
“* whom St. Paul ftiles the one God and Father of 
“* all, who is above all? But they acknowledge 
“him to be God, as being the only begotten 
“* Son of God, the Word or Revealer of his 
*¢ Will, whom God hath appointed to be their 
“* Saviour, Mediator and Fudge. And how do 
“* they degrade him by inferior Worfbip, who, as 
“* the Church exhorts every Prieft at his Ordi- 
“¢ nation, continually pray to God the Father, by 
“* the Mediation of Fefus Chrifi? Or, according 
* to his own Command, pray to the Father in his 
“© Name? The Doétor himfelf has faid, That 
“° Prayer, in the moft proper Sen/[e, is to be under- 
“* ftood of Prayer diveéted immediately to the Fa- 
“* ther;—that one Part of divine Worfhip, calld 
“° Prayer, is moft properly and emphatically Prayer, 
“¢ when direéted to the firft Perfon of the Godhead; 
“© —that Prayer, properly and emphatically [peak- 
“° ing, is praying to the Father, to whom all Prayer 
“¢ primarily belongs, (2d Defence, p. 400.) If 
** then all Worfhip of Prayer primarily belongs 
** to the Father, is it degrading Chrift by inferior 
“© Worthip, to worfhip him not primarily, but 
*¢ in Subordination to the one God and Father of 
¢ ail, to whom he is Mediator, and through whom 
“¢ therefore all our Prayers and Praifes ought pri- 
“ marily and ultimately to be to God the Father. 

“ Dr. HW. in his fixth Chapter, undertakes to 

fhew the Judgment of the primitive Churches, 
in relation to the Neceflity of believing the 

& Doétrine of the Trinity. To this purpofe he 

“ fays, (p. 223.) Lhe Doétrine of the Trinity, 

“ implicit or exprefs, always made an Article of 
© the ancient Creeds. Who doubtsit? But why 

$2 “° gmplicit 
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“¢ implicit or expre/s? Did not all the ancient 
“¢ Creeds expre/sly declare the Scripture Doctrine 
“© of the Trinity? The Dorine of God (in moft 
“ of the Creeds the one God) the Father Amigh- 
“ ty, [ fupreme over all} of his only [or only be- 
as ape Son Fefus Chrift our Lord, and of the 
“ Holy Spirit, &c. This isthe Doétrine of the Tri- 
“© nity which we hold; not imply’d, but expre/ly 
“ fer forth in the primitive baptifmal Creeds. But 
‘© what has this to do with Dr. W.’s Trinity? 
“© Nothing like that is exprefs’d in any of them. 
“6 Therefore the word implicit ts to make room 
“ for Art, to bring in his Notion. He wou’d 
“¢ have it thought, that tho’ his Doétrine of the 
“¢ "Trinity ts not ¢ OY (Sd, yet that it is zmply’d in 
“6 the ancient Creeds. We are contented with 
“¢ what is expreis’d in the Creeds, as being the 
“© Forms and Expreflions of ‘Scripture ; however, 
“6 we will be fo fair as to allow of his Notion, if 
“it be really zwply’d in them. How does he 
*¢ prove it to beimply’dthen? Why thus (p. 225.) 
“¢ Jn the Creeds we profe/s to believe in God the 
“ Father, the Son, and Holy Ghoft: This (adds he) 
¢ 7s declaring the facred Three to be the One God, 
“© — it carries in it a Confeffion of the three divine 
“ Perfons being the One true God of Chriftians. 
“« ©. E.D. Notably prov’d of a School Do- 
« €or. But let us hear how St. Paul underftands 
“© the Words; he fays, Oxe Spirit—-One Lord— 
“¢ Que God and Father of all, who is above all. 
“ Here, not the Zhree divine Perfons, but Oxe, 
“¢ even the Father only, is declared to be the Oze 
“© true God of Chriftians; as the fame Apoftle 
¢ fays in another place: Yo us (Chriftians) there 
«© is but one God even the Father. And farther, 
. “thar Dr. Ws Doctrine of the Trinity is not 
“ implyd in the ancient Creeds, we certainly 
| 6 know ; 
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know; becaufe it was the unanimous Senfe of 
the ancient Church, who form’d and us’d thefe 
Creeds, that the Oe true God of the Chriflians 
was that Perfon, whom the Scripture ftiles, in 
Contradiftinction to his Sex and Spirit, the One 
God and [ather of all. Accordingly, in al- 
moft all the Creeds, the firft Article was, Z 
believe in one God the Father Almighty: So that 
if the Words zmply the three divine Perfons to 
be the Oxe God in the Creeds, they imply them 
to be the One God, the Father Almighty. The 
Creeds therefore exprefly and izplicitly, plainly 
and undeniably, teach no other than the Scri- 
pture Doctrine of the Trinity, viz. One Spi- 
rit—One Lord—Oune God and Father of all, who 
is above all.— This is St. Paul's Trinity and U- 
nity, and it is ours, whom the Doétor civilly 
calls Hereticks: Let him make his own Do- 
étrine out of it if he can, and we fhall no lon- 
ger difagree. As nothing is more certain 
than that the ancient Church never taught the 
Doctrine of three equal, fupreme, divine Per- 
fons of the fame effential Perfeétions, or that 
God the Father, the Son, and Holy Ghoft, 
are the only true God, or the /aize God; fo on 
the contrary it always, and every where, 
taught, that there is buc one God fupreme 
over all, even over the Sov and Spirit, viz. the 
Father; that the Sou and Spirit were deriv’d 
trom him, by his Free-will and Pleafure; that 
they are the inferior minifterial Agents, by 
whom he made the World; and that in the 
Creation of it, and in all the Difpenfations of 
divine Providence, they always acted by his 
Authority, and in Obedience to his Hill; and 
that thus the Father being their Lord and God, 

there is and can be but Ove God. Ir is 
S 3 “© unque- 
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unqueftionable that the moft learned and emi- 
rT 


nent of the Antients did not fcruple faying, the 
<6 Son and Spirit were created, and Creatures, tho” 
© all other inferior Creatures were created by them. 
°° Clemens Alexandrinus, Tertullian, Origen, Dio- 
“ nyfius of Alexandria, Theognoftus, and Gregory 
“ of Neocefarea, all Origen’s Scholars, afferted 
“© this, to whom we may add the moit learned 
“° Fufebius of Cefarea. And this, they chiefly 
“ concluded from three Texts of Scripture, vz. 
“¢ Prov. vill. 22. 1 Fobni.3. Colof-i.is. But 
“© they plac’d the Oeconomy of the Trinity where 
** the Scriptures place its; not in philofophical 
“© Notions of Nature, Effence and Subftance, but 
*¢ in the Subordination of the Sou and Spirit to 
“© the only true God, the Father fupreme overall, 
“¢ in Power, Authority, Dominion, and Worfbip. 
“¢ —If this was duly and pioufly confider’d, there 


“6 would be no Controverfy about the Doétrine 
** of the Trinity; all fcholaftic, metaphyfical 


74 


Notions, which ought never to enter into re- 
Las 


ligious Faith or Worfbip, would give way to 
© the plain Scripture Doétrine; and the Chrifti- 
*¢ an Church would be deliver’d from many grofs 
and peftilent Errors.” 

Thefe few Inftances will ferve well enough for 
a Sample of this Zthor’s Way of writing, and 
his Ability for maintaining the Caufe he has un- 
dertaken ; however, as there are in the Courfe of 
this Work, a great many Paflages of a very cu- 
rious Nature, and fuch as can’t fail of gratifying 
the learned Reader, I am not willing to difmifs 
this Article without embellifhing it with two or 
three of them. 

“ The modern fcholaftic Trinitarian Notion is 
“¢ a Compound of all the Herefies of Cerinthus, 
‘© Ebiom, Theodotus, Artemon, Beryllus, and Paul 
66 of 
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“° of Samofata, with the Addition of a feventh 
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worfe than any of them. The Notions of all 
thefe old Heretics coincided, and are known 
better by the Names of Sabelliani[m and Soci- 
nianifin, but Tritheifm, Dr. W.’s darling No- 
tion, was too bad for any of thefe Heretics to 
hold. And that Dr. //’s Doéctrine is made up 
of Sabelliani/m, Socinianifm, and Trithei/m, is 
moft evident. The modern {cholaftic Trinita- 
rians coniift of two Seéts; one of which holds 
that the Father, Son, and Spirit are the fame 
individual Nature, Effence and Subftance, the 


fame numerical Being or Agent, the /ame God, 


diftinguifh’d only modally or nominally, by the 
Appellations of Father, Son, and Spirit. This 
Seét make up the greateft Part of thefe Trini- 
tarians: and this was the Herefy of Beryllus, 
Paul of Samofata, and Sabellius, who, as Eu- 
febius tells us, was condemn’d for an impious 
Heretic, for daring to afirm Chrift the Son of 
God to be God fupreme over all, which was the 
peculiar, eflential Character of God the Father. 
They holding the Son to have no Divinity, 
but of the one fuprente God the Father, denied 
virtually that he had any Divinity of bis own. 
In like manner, thefe fcholaftic Trinitarians 
holding that the Nature, and all the efential 
Perfeétions of the one God and Father of all, 
are the individual Nature and Perfcéions of the 
Son, do manifeftly, with the foremention’d 
Heretics, deny the perfonal Divinity of Chritt 
the Son of God. And farther, this Notion, 
which confounds the Perfons of the Father 
and Son, does alfo by neceffary Canfequence 
make Jefus (with the Sociniax s) to be a mere 
Man, in whom God the Father dwells; and 
by whom he has manifetted his Will to Man- 


S 4 *¢ kind 
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** kind: and thus it coincides with the Herefy of 
“* Ebion, Theodotus, and Artemon, who held Je- 
“© fus Chrift to be a mere Man, as the Socinians 
“© do. So that the modern Notion of the Tri- 
‘© nity is no other than an artful Mixture of the 
foremention’d Herefies of Sabelliani/m and So- 
ciniani[m. 
‘* Another Seét of the modern Trinitarians, 
few in Number in Comparifon of the former, 
maintain with Dr. HW”. that the three divine 
Perfons are three diftin&t, independent, necef- 
farily-exiftent, equally fupreme, intelligent A- 
gents; that the Divinity of the Son is a di- 
{tin&, aéting Principle, co-ordinate with the 
Divinity of the Father; and has, with his Na- 
ture, all effential Perfeétions equal to, and co- 
ordinate with thofe of the Father. Nay, they 
prefumc to fay bla/phemoufly, that the Son be- 
ing Sox, and being /ext, and appearing, and 
acting in Ole dience | to the Will and Commands 
© of God the Father, is not founded in any ef- 
fential Subordination of the Soz to the Father 
in Authority and Power; but in a mere volun- 

tary Agreement between them, to aflume a- 

mongft Mankind different Names and Chara- 
: Gers ; ; for Dr. W. has nothing to fay, why the 

Son might not have been Father, but that in Faét 

he is not and that there was no Impoffibility 

in the Nature of the thing, but that the Father 
himfelf might have atted the minifterial Part, 

(2d Def. p. 177.) All which the primitive 

Church declared to be moft ab/urd, impious, 

and impoffible.” 

What farther room [ can allow this Subject, 
fhall be taken up with our Author’s Obfervations 
on fome important Texts of Scripture that are 
ufually alledo” d in this Controverfy, and have 

piven 
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piven Divines and Critics a great deal of Trouble 
to elucidate, or rather, as fome think, obfcure 
them; and with an Abftraé& of the remarkable 
ConcuusrIon (as it is entituled) of the Book. 

The firft Text is that, whofe Genuinenefs has 
been a matter of fo much Difpute (1 Fobn v. 7.) 
The Doétor, it feems, had quoted this in his own 
Favour (in p. 269. of the Lmportance of the Tri- 
nity.) His Antagonift on this Occafion puts him 
in mind, inftead of what St. Fob does not fay 
here, of what he really does fay in another place, 
Rev. xxii. 18. that he may be fenfible of the 
Danger of wilfully adding to the Word of God. 
And then adds, ** That Text, which our Refor- 
** mers (though dubious about it) admitted, but 
** printed in a different Character, to fignify its 
** being wanting in the Origina/, has fince, atter 
** the fulleft Examination of it, been fhewn to 
“© be an Jnterpolation in the facred Writ, with a 
** Degree of Evidence as clear and {trong as ever 
‘* was, or perhaps can be produc’d in a negative 
** Point. It does not appear in any one "Greek 
°© Manu/fcript extant, that is genuine or known 
** to be older than Printing ; befides, that it is 
‘© not once cited by any ancient Greek or Latin 
‘ Writer, or Commentator. So that a Scholar, 
‘© or one who has the leaft Knowledge of Afz- 
“© nufcripts and Critici/m might be afham’d to al- 
*¢ ledge it.” [ Z may perbaps one time lay before 
my Readers, the Sum of the Evidence on both Sides 
relating to this matter. | 

The next Text is of undoubted Authority, but 
of a fomewhat dubicus Meaning; the Doctor 
inlifted it on his Side, but this Writer believing 
he has no Title to it, as pofitively reclaims it. 
It is Johvi. 1,2, 3. § In the Interpretation of 
** thefe 
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thefe Words, /ays he, tho’ eafy enough in them- 
felves, there are feveral things obfervable. 
1/t, ** Here are indifputably two diftin& divine 
Agents, according to Dr. W.’s own Senfe, 
who owns that a Perfon is an intelligent Agent. 
One of the Per/ons, ftiled the Word, is dittin- 
guifh’d from the other ftil’d ab/olutely God ; as 
having been with God in the Beginning, z. e. 
of the Creation of the World; and as being 
the Perfon /y, or through, whom all things 
were made. 
2dly, ** It is obfervable, that St. Zobz does not 
here ftile the Word God, or fay that he is God, 
but fays, that in the Beginning be was God; 
meaning (as all the Ancients have obferved) 
that before his Incarnation, and from the Be- 
ginning of the World, he was God, or the di- 
vine Perfon who appear’d to Adam, the Patri- 
archs, &c. asthe Meffenger, Word, Angel, and 
Reprefentative of the moft High God; appear- 
ing and acting minifterially in his Name, and 
by his Authority: Becaufe it was impoffible in 
itfelf, and impious to fuppofe the moft High God, 
the God of the Univerfe, whom no one hath feen, 
or can fee, to appear himfelf in Perfon. This 
Character the Word laid afide, when he was 
made Flefo , but inftead of it received a greater, 
more glorious and divine Name, being then 
declared the only begotten of the Father, and 
our Lord and Saviour. 
‘© ‘This was a more eminent Charaéter than be- 
ing merely the Word of God, who as being 
the 4ugel of God, and the Revealer of his 
Will, had been ftiled God. Other Angels had 
the Title of God given them; but unto which 
of the Angels faid he at any timc, Thou art my 
Son, &c. feb.i.¢. And when Chrift was 
“ invefted 
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** invefted with this Character of the only begot- 
“¢ ten, then it was commanded, that all the An- 
** gels of God fhould worfbip him, ¥ 6. And after 
** his Refurrection, when a/] Power was given 
°° him both in Heaven and Earth; he had then ea 
** Name given him above every Name, that every 
** Tongue fhould confe/s that be is Lord (of Angels 
** as well as Men) to the Glory of God the Father, 
** Phil. ii. 9, 11. in which 1s implied his being 
** God now in a far higher Senfe, than when he 
** acted trom the Beginning merely as the Word 
“¢ and Angel of the moft High. This fhews the 
“ Reafon. why St. Yobn chote to fay of the Word, 
** not that be zs, but that he was God. 
3dly, ** The Evangelift fays, 4/1 things were 
°° made by (through) him, i.e. he was the mi- 
“* nifterial Agent by whom God made the World; 
** whence it is inferr’d, that he was really fubor- 
** dinate in Power and Authority; to him who is 
“© ftiled God abfolutely. The Senfe of the anci- 
<* ent Church on this Text was conformable to 
*¢ this Explication. Origen fays thus: The Word 
“< qwas with God; and again, The Word was God. 
<* Fohn very carefully, and as not being ignorant 
“© of the accurate Nature of the Greek Language, 
‘© fometimes ufeth the Articles, and fometimes 
‘© omits them: Adding it in the Appellation the 
‘“¢ Word; but in that of God, fometimes adding 
“¢ it, and fometimes, for Diftin€tion fake, omit- 
‘¢ ting it. He applies it when the Title God de- 
** notes the unoriginated Author of the Univerfe, 
“¢ but he drops it when the Word is called God. 
“© And as St. Fohm has made a Diftinction be- 
** tween him who is ab/olutely God, and him who 
<¢ is fimply fo; fo obferve whether there is not 
“© the like Difference between the Vord with the 


s¢ Article, and the Word wehout it: For as he 
‘* who 
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who is the God over all is God abfolutely, [6 
Sed¢] and not fimply God, [Sis]; fo the Foun- 
tain of that Reaton which is in every rational 
Being, is abfolutely Reafon [6 aty@] the par- 
ticular Reafon of every rational Being being 
only fimply [asy@.] Again: He who isGod 
felf-exiffent is alone euaslale and abfolutely God; 

wherefore our Saviour fays, in his Prayer to 
the Father, zat they may know thee, the only 
tyue God. But every Being befides him, re- 
ceiving his Divinity by Communication from 
him, is not God ab/olutely; but may more pro- 
perly be ftiled a Divine Perfon. There was 
He who 1s ab/olutely God, and He who is fim- 





ply God; then Gods in a twofold Senfe, [ viz. 


Angels, who are Gods by Participation of Di- 
vinity, or thofe who are call’d Gods, but really 
are not, i.e. the heathen Deities] the fuperior 
Order of which Deities [the Angels | is excell’d 
by God the Word, who is himfelf excell’d by 
him, who ts ab/c olutely the God of the Univei WA 
‘© Eufebius of Cafarea makes the fame Diftin- 
ction with refpect to the Article, as Origen 
does; and oppofes AZarcellus Bifhop of Anty= 
ya, who had afferted that Chrift was God ab- 
folutely, with the very Paflage of St. Fobn be- 
fore us. 

“© Methodus fays that the Word, by whom all 
things were made, is the Original of other 
things, wext after the Father, who is his uno- 
riginated Original.” 

In their Expl anation of the third Verfe like- 


wife they unanimoufly underftood the Word tobe 
no other than a Minifferial Agent. Thus fays O- 
rigen. © The Expreflion dy Him, never imports 
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the fir/? ( principal) Place, but always the /e- 
cond Place.——~ Thus therefore, if here all 
¢ things 
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things are made by the Word, they are not (ori- 
ginally or the Word, but are) originally or 
Him, who is /uperior to, and greater than, the 
Word: And what other can this Perfon be but 
** the Father?” 

To the fame Purpofe writes Clemens of Alex- 
andria, Ireneus, Theophilus Bifhop of Antioch, 
Tertullian, the Council of Antioch, Eufebius, Cy- 
ril of Ferufalem, even Bafil himfelf an Athanafian, 
and our own Bifhop Bual/: Whole Words our 4z- 
thor recites at large, but which are too prolix for 
me to infert them here. He goes on to //eb.i. 8, 
9, 10. which is 

“The next Text to beconfidered; in the Fi- 
** pofition of which, be fays, Dr. HW. differs en- 
‘* tirely from the Ancients. They thought that 
** the Words, God even thy God, ¥ 9. argue fome 
Inferiority of God the Son; but againft this 
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the Doétor alledges, that the Son is therein con- 
© fidered as Man, and in bis State of Humiliation. 
*¢ But what fay the Ancients? 
Ireneus upon the Place, ( P/al. xlv. 6, 7.) fays, 
“¢ The Spirit hath charatteriz-d both the Perfons 
‘¢ with the Title, God; both the Son who is a- 


** nointed, and the Father who anoints him. 


“ Origen fays, the Prophet declares that this 
God, whofe Throne is for ever and ever, is a- 
nointed by God, who is his God. 

And Eufebius of Cafarea. “* He who is de- 
clar’d to be God, is faid to love Righteoutnef at, 
and hate [niquity, and for this Caufe is axoint 
ed, &c. by another greater God, who is his 
‘¢ Father.” And again: ** Wherefore, He who 
‘¢ is the /upreme God, and a greater God, and al- 
“* fo thy God, hath anointed Thee, O God; fo 
‘© that he who anoints is much /uperior to him 
‘* who is anointed.” 
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The Doctor, in Oppofition to the Notion of 
the Son’s being only a minifterial Agent in the 
Creation of the World, urges the roth Verfe, 
than which, he fays, no Words could be thought 
on either plainer or ftronger, to exprefs a proper 
Efficiency ; and accordingly triumphs in them; 
but our Author obferves, that ** He confiders not 
** allthe while, that he is only labouring to make 
‘© St. Paul contradi& himfelf, who had faid 
“* juft before, y 2. that God made the Worlds by 
“* bis Son, [as the miniftring Caufe] whom he ap- 
“* pointed Heir of all things. \s this like making 
“© the Son the fupreme efficient Author of the U- 
“* niverle. Not one of the Ancients of the 
** three firft Centuries underftood the Words of 
<* Chrift, but unanimoufly of God the Father. 
“° Tertullian (with Jreneus and other Ancients ) 
“<* from this very Place proves the Son and Spirit 
“* to be the Hands of God, by which he wrought 
“* thofe things which he made. With thefe Ori- 
“< gen and Eufebius agree; and there is no Rea- 
“¢ fon at all to think that the Apoftle applies the 
‘¢ ‘Words to the Son, and not to the Father. To 
<* fuppofe them apply’d to the Son, is making 
“<< the Apoftle ufe a needlefs Repetition, who had 
“* before, y 2. faid, that God by his Son made 
the Worlds. Secondly, they are aptly and na- 
turally fpoken of God the Father: That in 
“* them the Apoftle might, by the Affertion of 
** the Ommnipotence and Immutabdility of God, give 
** the higheft Affurance of the Continuance of 
“¢ the Dominion, to which God his God is re- 
‘© prefented to have exalted Chrift above the An- 
“* gels. So that the Text and Context runs thus: 
“© Unto the Son he faith, Z4y Throne, O God, is 
<° for ever and ever: A Scepter of Righteoufne/s is 
“© the Scepter of thy Kingdom: Thou haft loved 
 Righteouf= 
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“* Righteou[ne/s, and hated Iniquity, therefore God, 
** even thy God, bath anointed thee with the Oil of 
“* Gladne/s above thy Fellows: And [that we may 
“© not doubt of the Stability and Continuance of 
“* this Kingdom of Chrift, it is given him by 
** that fupreme Lord, Febovah, whofe Power and 
“© Immutability the Pfalmift elfewhere thus fets 
** forth] Zhou, Lord, in the Beginning, haft laid 
“© the Foundation of the Earth, &c. They fail 
“* perifh, but thou remainefi—they fhall be changed, 
“© but Thou art the fame.” 

{ Tho’ undoubtedly, the wholeWorld muft now 
be convine’d to the contrary, by this Author’s 
admirable Paraphra/e above, (inclos’d between the 
two Crotchets) yet till he made this wonderful 
Difcovery, the Generality of Readers unqueftiona~ 
bly thought, the Words of the roth, rith, and 
12th Verfes, were not diretted by the in[pired Wri- 
ter to the Father, but were recorded by him, as 
the Words of God the Father, addrefs’d to God 
his Son, as thofe of the preceding 8th Verfe con- 
feffedly are, and which run in as lofty and God- 
like a Strain as thefe do. And what might very 
well countenance the Mifluke that ignorant Chri- 
fiians \ay under before, is, That there is nothing 
afcrib’d to our bleffed Saviour in thefe Words, 
beyond what has been anexceptionably attributed 
to him elfewhere. See, among other Places, the 
8th Verfe of this fame Chapter, the laft Claufe 
ofthe 2d, and the middle Claufe of the 3d Verfe, 
and Colofi. 16. But our Author, to juttify his 
own Application of the afore cited Text, im- 
mediately fubjoins to it as follows. ] 

<* And this Reafoning of the Apoftle is very 

‘¢ like our Saviour’s own Reafoning, John x. 28, 
“© 29. Our Lord having told the ews, that be 


“© gave unto his Difciples eternal Life, and that 
os they 
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“¢ they fhouid never perifo ; he immediately adds, 
** to confirm them in the Affurance of what he 
" promifed, My Father which gave them me ts 
“¢ greater than all; they might therefore depend 
<* on his Promife, as having the Power and Au- 
‘¢ thority of the Father, who 7s greater than all.” 
Dr. W. be fays, has * offered fome frivolous 
Pretences to favour his own Expofition and Hy- 
pothefis, which the Reader may confult if he 
pleafes. [ 4nd that every candid Reader (after giving 
bim thanks for the Liberty) undoubtedly will; for 
whoever takes any Man’s Senfe from the Reprejen- 
tation of his Antagonift, deferves to be deceived.| As 
for himfelf, ‘* it is fufficient, that, with the Rea- 
< fon of the thing, he has all the Ancients on 
<¢ his Side, in the Application of the Paffage 
<S now confider’d, to God the Father of Chrift.” 
i And as for myfel if 7 very freely declare, that if this 
Geatlem: ani and ihe Ancients that agree with him, 
ave im the right, the Author to the Hebrews was 
manifefily i the wrong, to expre/s bimfelf fo inac- 
curately upon this P Po as he bas done; and with 
fo little Di flinétion, as to vender it impoffible that 
any one fou ld be {ure of bis Senfey and exceedingly 

probable “his Re aders foould be deceiv’d in it. The 
Reasoning of curv bleffed Lord (who indeed {poke 
as never rs bgap- in the Place above quoted, 
ohn x. 28, is no way liable to this Cenfure. 
Fle fo plainly ngs his Father, when he [peaks 
of bim, from himfelf, that it was not in the Power 
of bis Heavsrs to conf band them, or any way miftake 
him: and bad the Difference of Perfons been as re- 
al bere as in that Cafe, no doubt but it would bave 
been as obvioufly Ly denoted, fince the fame All-wife 
Spirit which formed thofe Words of our Saviour, 
( 2% 


* Firkt Defeuce, p. 9s. Sermons, p. 63. 
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(in whom he dwelt without Meafure) di€tated thefe 
to the Writer of this Epiftle. 

*¢ Another Text (/ays be) which Dr. W. judges 
to favour his Notion is John x. 30. I and my 
Father are one. As if this could mean, that 
“ the Father and Son were the fame God. The 
*¢ ews indeed drew fuch an invidious Inference 
“* from thefe Words, and charg’d our Saviour 
“* with making himfelf God, which he denied. 
<¢ ———-The Unity here intimated to be between 
“* the Father and him, is plainly, as the Context 
*¢ leads us to underftand it, an Unity of Concord 
“¢ and Power, not of metaphyfical Subftance. 
“¢ And thus the Ancients unanimoufly underftand 
“* it. From whence it appears, that as the Text 
** was urg’d by the Sabellians in favour of their 
*¢ Notion of an Unity of Subftance; fo that 
“¢ Senfe of it was conitantly denied by the Ca- 
** tholics, as confounding the Divine Perfons: 
“ fo that ‘the ancient Church thought an Unity of 
“* Subftance was capable of no other but a Sabel- 
“¢ Jian Senfe, which was oppofite to the Catho- 
*¢ lic Doétrine, that the Father and the Son were 
* two diftiné fubfifting Agents.” 

“© Another Text (and the laft which I fhall in- 
¢ ift upon in this Article) which Dr. W. (fays our 
“* Author) thinks to eftablifh his Notion by, is 
“ Rom. ix. 5. This Text the Tritheiftic-Ortho- 
“¢ dox on one hand, and the Sabellian-Orthodox on 
** the other, are apt to triumph in, making no 
*¢ gueftion at all but that the Words, who is over 
“° all God bleffed for ever, are undoubtedly afcri- 
*¢ bed to Chrift, and that hence he is proved, ac- 
** cording to the one, to be the fame God with 
S¢ the Father, in the Guoftic, Sabellian Senfe; or, 
** according to the other, by a direét contrary 
“¢ Interpretation, to be diftinétly from the Father 
OCTOBER 1734. T God 
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God fupreme over all, in the Tritheiftic Senfe. 
And thus our Saviour is in the Text, as it were, 
again crucified between ¢wo Thieves, two He- 
refies equally deftructive of his true Divinity. 
And it is not confidered in either of them; 
that if the Words were really {poken of Chrift, 
St. Paul has enter’d a Caveat again{ft both the 
Senfes in the 1 Cor. xv. 27, 28.” Befides, it 
obfervable farther, 

“¢ 1, That in the Text the Word (Seis) God 
is wanting in feveral ancient Latin MSS. of Cy- 
prian, and it is doubtful whether Cyprian read 
it in his Copy or not. Grotius oblerves, that 
the Word was not in the Syriac Verfion, God 
is indeed inferted in the Text in Jreneus, but it 
feems plainly an [nterpolation. The Text, 
with the Word in it, is alfo cited by the anci- 
ent Council of Antioch, in their Synodic Epi- 
ftle,; and they cite it to prove the Divinit 
(but not the /upreme Divinity) of Chriff, or 
that he is ever all God bleffed for ever :' This they 
deny in this very Epiftle. But they alledge 
only in Proof of it the Words, who zs over ally 
either having not in their Copy the W ord (sss) 
God, tho’ it is now read there; or applying it 
to God the Father, whom alone they ftile ab- 
folutely the God of the Univerfe.’ [bis laf 


Paragraph is very obfcure, and feemingly inconfiftent. | 
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“ 2dly, Admitting the Word (82s) Ged to have 
been originally in the Text, the Queftion will 
be, What is the true Meaning of it? For the 
Words are of ambiguous Conftruétion. They 
may either fignify, Of whom Chrift came: God 
who is over all be bleffed for ever; or, of whom 
Chrift came, who is over all: God be bleffed for 
ever; Or, of whom Chrift came, who ts over alt 
God bleffed for ever. ‘That which favours a 
: “Ja 
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** Jaft Interpretation of the Words is, that in the 
“* Stile of Scripture, where it is faid God be ble/- 
“© fed, or bleffed be God, the Order of the Greek 
** is different from what.it is in this Place. Blef- 
fed is put before God, whether in the Septua- 
gint or inthe New Teftament. But then in 
favour of the firft and fecond Conftru€tions, it 
is to be taken notice of, that neither St. Paul, 
or any of the Evangelifts or Apoftles do any 
where elfe in Scripture afcribe unto Chrift the 
** Expreffion, God over all, or. the bleffed God; 
** on the contrary, thefe Titles are peculiarly at- 
tributed to God the Father, even in Contra- 
“< diftinétion to Chrift. And he is emphatically 
“* ftiled the Bleffed, Mark xiv. 61. Rom. i. 25. 
*¢ 2 Cor. xi. 31. In which laft Place, the Words 
‘© who is bleffed for evermore, and which are {po- 
** ken of the God and Father of our Lord Fefus 
“© Chrift, are parallel to thofe in the Text before 
“© us. So that the Words. may well be under- 
“* ftood as a Doxology to God the Father, for 
** fending Chrift in our Flefh to redeem us. 

“© 3dly, It does not appear certain that any of 
*¢ the Ancients befides Tertullian, when a Mon- 
“* tanift, and Cyprian and Novatian (probably 
“* from him) did apply the Words to Chrift. Yet 
** none even of thefe, as might have been ex- 
“¢ peéted, ever inferr’d from them that Chrift 
«© was God fupreme over all.” 

But for a different Senfe of them he quotes 
Clemens Romanus, Hippolitus, Ignatius, Lreneus, 
Origen, Eufebius, and Apoftolical Conftitutions. 
From whofe Teftimonies, Le /ays, it is evident, 
‘s That it was the Doétrine of the primitive 
** Church, that the Title of God over all was fo 
** peculiarly alcrib’d to the Father in the Scrip- 
** tures, that it was Jmpicty and Blafphemy to 

72 ** afcribe 
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| © afcribe it to the Son; wherefore it may be 
“© concluded, that the Words ‘in queition were 
“ by the ancient Church generally underftood 
“¢ and interpreted, as fpoken of God the Father 
“ only.” 
After this, our Author proceeds to fhew the 
Senfe of the primitive Church upon fome other 
Texts, which teach a Doctrine directly oppofite 
to Dr. W.’s Hypothefis. But as I find nothing 
very fingular in the little of his own that is faid 
upon them, and his Citations from the Antients 
would take up more room barely to mention 
them, than can be allow’d in this Artiele, I will 
only juft point them out, and clofe, as I promi- 
ed, with an Abftract of what he emphatically 
ftiles his Conctusiton. They are Marth. xix. 
17. God in this Text was underftood by all the 
Antients to mean only the Father. ‘Fobz xiv. 28. 
A Text he thinks they may blufh to read, who 
affert that the Father is not greater than the Son. 
The Pretence that the [ / | here means only Chrift’s 
human Nature is fo low and mean, that the old 
Athanafians themfelves were afham’d of it. Fobu 
Xvii. 3. is another, fufficient to filence the vain 
Pretences of modern Orthodoxy ; parallel to which 
is that other of the fame Apoftle, 1 ‘fob v. 20. 
in the firft of thefe two, our Lord himfelf diftin- 
guifhes his Father as the only true God. Againft 
Dr. V.’s Affertion, that Chrift is to be pray’d to 
as the f{upreme God, he alledges Luke xi. 2. Fobn 
XVi. 23. 1 Tim.ii.s. Fohnv. 22,27. Heb.i. 6. 
Phil. ti. 11. Fohn iv. 22, 23. Laftly, ‘To prove 
Chrift to be created, he urges Prov. viii.22. where 
what is render’d po/fe/s'd is properly in the Greek 
created, and Colof/i. 1s. where he is called the 
Firft-born of every Creature. And now follows 


the Conclufion. 
I “ T have 


ta) 








Art.24. the Republick of Letters. 297 


<6 
ee 

<< 
cc 
3 
oe 
c¢ 
“ce 


ec 


cc 
¢ 

c¢ 
ce 
cc 
ce 
ce 
“¢ 


¢¢ 


<c¢ 
Ge 
ce 


c¢ 


€¢ 
ec 
4 
4 
ae 
cc 
“e 
c¢ 
é6 


gé 


--.. 


*¢ T have laid before the Reader, (/ays he) with 
the urmoft Siacerity and Care, the unanimous 
Senfe of the antient Church, relating to fome 
principal Texts of Scripture on which the 
Doétrine of the holy Trinity is founded ; and 
have fhewn from thence, that what Dr. Wa- 
terland calls, and would impofe as the Doétrine 
of the Trinity, is not the Scripture Doétrine, 
or.that of the autient Church, but merely fiftiti- 
ous, and directly repugnant to both. 
“ The Scripture Doétrine of the Trinity has 
been from the Beginning corrupted by fal/e and 
deceitful Teachers, who have taught, either 
that Chrift the Son of God was a mere Man, 
according to the Fewi/b and Socinian Notion, 
or that he was the |/ame God with the one God 
aud Father of all, according to that of the 
Guoftics and Sabellians: Both by contrary Ex- 
tremes taking away his proper Divinity as be- 
ing the only begotten Son of God. 
“* The Doétrine of Trithei/m and Polythei/m 
dared to fhew its Head in the firft Ages of the 
Church; and it was one Branch of the Guoffic 
Impiety, and the known Tenet of the Mar- 
cionites. . 
“* Of all the Herefies which at that time ap- 
peared, Dithei/m or Trithei{m was the moft 
impure and wicked, and by immediate Confe- 
quence deftroy’d not only the Divinity of the 
Son, but of the Farber alfo, and was no bet- 
ter than Athei/m; for this Reafon it did not 
appear fo openly as the others, and was fooner 
quafh’d than any of them, reviving not again 
till the latter End of the fourth Century, a- 
mongft fome of the Followers of Athana/ius. 
“¢ That Dr. Ws Doétrine of the Trinity is, 
in the ftriéteft Senfe, Zrithei/m, has been tully 
T 3 “ prov‘d 
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“* prov’d in the foregoing Papers, and that he 
‘© teaches and avows the Atheiftical and Diaboli- 
“© cal Doétrine of three Gods, in as fulland ftrong 
‘* Terms as the Gnoffic Heretics ever did, is de- 
<* monftrated as from his many dire& Affertions 
“* of it, fo efpecially from his affirming it poffi- 
** ble that the Sox might have been the Father, 
<* and the Father might have been the Son, and 
“© acted the minifterial Part; and that the three 
<¢ Divine Perfons differ in no effential Perfettion, 
“¢ but in mere Name or Mode of Exiftence. 

“ This is the Doétrine which, with great Bit- 
ternefs of Spirit, Dr. W. defires to impofe up- 
© on Chriftians, which if they refufe to embrace, 
“¢ he is (with an Antichriftian Temper) for ex- 
“ cluding them the Communion of the Catho- 
“¢ lick Church. He has had fufficient Means of 
“© Conviétion laid before him, from Scripture, Rea- 
“ fon and Antiquity, but all to no purpofe. 
“© ‘Whoever oppofes him muft expect nothing but 
“© Rage and Rudene/s ; and tho’ he ought long a- 
“© g0 to have fat down in Shame and Silence, ha- 
“ ving been fo often and thoroughly confuted; 
<¢ yet being gaul’d and grieved to fee Truth pre- 
“¢ vail,—he is refolved (fo much is he fet againft 
“ it) to try to ftifle it by human Authority, and 
“ the Force of Church Cen/ures. But I hope 
“¢ he will find and /ee/, that the more he pleads 
“ for thefe to impofe the worff of Errors, the 
“* more he will only kick againft the Pricks; that 


nw 


& 
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“ Truth will more and more prevail, till at laftt— 


“ all Autichriftian Dottrine and Impofition being 
“¢ banifhed out of the Chriftian Church, it will 
““ be without Spot or Wrinkle, and, like a pure 
* Virgin, fit to be e/pous’d to Chrift.” 
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“ARTECILUE XXvV. 


t R. Whiftox, who has render’d himfelf fa- 

mous by the many learned Works he has 
publithed in Mathematicks and Divinity, has jutt 
now printed a Differtation concerning God’s Com- 
mand to Abraham, to offer up Mfaac his Son for a 
Sacrifice. 

The Confiftency of this Precept with the mo- 
ral Attributes of the Deity, and the Fitnefs of 
Abraham's Compliance with it, having of lare 
been much controverted, the Infidels ftrenuoufly 
denying both, and feveral Perfons, otherwife of 
good Senfe, and of a religious Difpofition of 
Mind alfo, having of late exprefs’d fome Doubt 
concerning it, this Pious and Reverend Author 
has taken Pains to fet this Matter in its true, 7. ¢. 
its antient and original Light, for the Satisfaction 
of all rational and candid Inquirers. In order 
whereunto he confiders, 


1ff, That till this very prophane Age, it hes 
been univerfally allow’d that the Creator has a 
juft Right over all his animal Creatures, to pro- 
duce their Lives to what Length he pleafes, or 
to cut them off when and by what Inftruments 
he pleafes; and that all his reafonable Creatures 
are bound in Duty and Intereft to acquiefce under 
the divine Difpofal. He does not mean, he /27'5, 
hereby to intimate that God may, or ever does 
aét in thefe Cafes in a merely arbitrary or ground- 
T 4 lef 
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Iefs manner; believing, according to the whole 
Tenor of natural and revealed Religion, that he 
hateth nothing that he hath made, Wifd. xi. 24. 
and that whatfoever he doth, how melancholy 
foever it may for the prefent appear to us, is al- 
ways intended for the Good of his Creatures; 
but that ftill he is not obliged to give them an 
Account of his Difpenfations towards them, re- 
ferving that to the Day of the Revelation of the 
righteous Fudgment of God, Rom. ii. 5... : 


2d/y, That all former Hiftory fhews.God to 
have exercifed this Power over Mankind; and 
that, without giving them an immediate Account 
of the Reafons of fuch his Condué&t;. and. with- 
al that the beft and wifeft Men in all Ages have 
ever fubmitted themfelves to it, confefling they 
were obliged to the undeferved Goodnefs and 
Mercy of God for every Enjoyment, but could 
not demand any of them of his Juftice; no, not 
fo much as the Continuance of that Life where- 
to they all appertain. When God, by any pub- 
lick Judgments, (fuch as the Deluge, the De- 
{truction of Sodom and Gomorrah, the Extirpati- 
on of the Amorites out of the Land of Canaan, 
the Plagues of Athens, London, Marfeilles, &c. 
with a numerous Variety of other general Cala- 
mities) has cut off many thoufand righteous Men 
and Women, and even innocent Babes, together 
with the old harden’d Sinners; /ober Men have 
not complained of God’s dealing unjuftly in thofe 
his feemingly fevere Difpenfations 5 nor are we 
certain they are really fuch as they feem, or that 
fhortning the Lives of Men may not fometimes 
be the greateft Blefling to them, by preventing 
or putting a Stop to thofe Courfes of grofs Wic- 
kednefs, which might bring them to greater Mi- 
fery 
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fery in the World to come. Nor is it indeed fit 
for fuch weak, ignorant Creatures as we are, to 
call our Almighty Maker, and gracious Benefa- 
Gor, to an Account upon any fuch Occafions; 
fince we cannot but acknowledge we are abfo- 
lutely dependent on him, and that we derive all 
from his unmerited Bounty, which therefore he 
may juftly take from us, when and in what way 
foever he pleafes. If therefore, this fhortning 
the Lives of Men be an Objection againft any 
divine Command for that Purpofe, it is full as 
{trong againft the prefent Syftem of the World; 
againit the Conduét of Providence in general ; 
and againft natural Religion, which is founded on 
the Juftice of that Providence; and is no way 
peculiar to revealed Religion, or to the Fact of 
Abraham now before us. 


3dly, That till this wicked Age, it has alfo 


been univerfally allow’d by all /ober Men, that a 
Command of God, when fufficiently made known 
to be fo, is abundant Authority for the taking a- 
way the Life of any Perfon whatfoever. Nor 
indeed do the moft {ceptical care ta deny this Au- 
thority direCily. They rather take a more plau- 
fible Way of objecting, which yct.amounts to 
much the fame thing, and fay, That the apparent 
Difagreement of any Command with the moral At- 
tributes of God, [uch as this of the Slaughter of an 
own Child feems plainly to be, will be a greater Evi- 
dence that [uch a Command does not come from God, 
than any pretended Revelation can be that it does. 
But how ftrong foever this Objeétion may be a- 
gain{t acting mow upon fuch a pretended Revela- 
tion apparently oppofite to the moral Perfeétions 
of God, becaufe immediate Revelations have fo 
long fince ceafed, that we are become entire 
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Strangers to the Signs of them, and the precife 
manner of their Delivery; yetinthe moft ancient 
Times, when divine Communications were ufual, 
and thofe who were favoured with them had fuch 
a Criterion of their Genuinenefs, as fcarcely to 
be liable to any Miftake with relation to them, 
there was not the fame Reafon for them to for- 
bear, nor was there any thing to deter them from 
a ready Compliance with whatever they enjoin’d. 
And what evidently fhews that Abraham and 
the old Prophets had an entire Certainty of the 
Revelations they received, and were not deceiv’d 
in them, is this, that the Events and Confequen- 
ces of things never failed afterwards to correfpond 
with them. — Nor can we fuppofe any thing lefs 
than the cleareft Conviction that this Command 
(in difpute) came from God, cou’d induce fo good 
a Man, and fo tender a Father as Abraham was, 
to facrifice with his moft beloved Son, all the Com- 
forts he received from him at prefent. and all the 
Expeétation he had of a numerous and happy Po- 
fterity from him hereafter. 





4thly, That long before the Days of Abraham, 
the heathen Gods [or Priefts rather] had requir’d 
human Sacrifices, and particularly that of ,the 
Offerer’s own Children; and this both before and 
after the Flood. Sanchoniatho, Manetho, Paufa- 
nias, Diodorus Siculus, Philo, Plutarch and Por- 
phyry vettify, that fuch Sacrifices were frequent 
both in Phenicia and A2gypt, and that long before 
the Days of Abraham; nay, in many Places (tho’ 
it was abolifh’d in Zgypt) this cruel Practice con- 
tinued long after that Patriarch’s Deceafe, even 


to the very third, if not to the fifth Century of 
Chriftianity. 


Thefe 
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Thefe bloody Sacrifices were, for certain, In- 
{tances of the greateft Degree of Impiety, Ty- 
ranny and Cruelty in the World. An Abomi- 
nation derived from him, who was 4 Murderer 
from the Beginning : and a Crime truly and proper- 
ly diabolical. — Acccrdingly Almighty God him- 
felf, under the Fewifo Difpenfation, vehemently 
condemned the Pagans,.and fometimes. the Jews 
themfelves for this Crime; and for ir, among o- 
ther heinous Sins, caft the idolatrous Nations 
(nay, fometimes the“Fews too) out of Pale/tine.* 


sthly, That God never permitted that fuch a 
human Sacrifice fhould aétually be offer’d to him- 
felf, (tho’ he had: Right to have requir’d it) un- 
der the whole Fewifs Oeconomy ; which yet was 
full of many other Kinds of Sacrifices; and this 
at a time when Mankind generally thought fuch 


Sacrifices of the greateft Virtue for the procuring 
Pardon of ‘Sin, and the divine Favour. Take 
their Notion in the Words of Philo Biblius, the 
Tranflator of Sanchoniatho. “ It was the Cuftom 
“ of the Ancients, in the greateft Calamities and 
“ Dangers, for the Governors of the City or 
“ Nation, in order to avert the Deftruétion of 
6 all, to devote their beloved Son to be flain, as 
“¢ a Price of Redemption to the avenging De- 
“© mons; and thofe fo devoted were killed afier a - 
“¢ myftical manner.” This the Hiftory of the 
King of Moab+, when he was in great Diftrefs 
in his W ar againtt J/rael and Fudab, likewife informs 
us of; as it is imply’d alfo in thofe remarkable 
Words of the Prophet Micab vi. 6, 7, 8 Ver/es., 
"Tis 

* Levit. xviii. 21.  IDbid. xx. 2. Deut. xii. 30, 31. 
2 Kings xvi. 3. 2 Chron. xxvii. 3. 2 Kings xvii.31. diz. 
xxill. 10. Pfal. cvi. 37, 38. Fer. vil. 30, 31,32. Lbid. 


xix. 3,4, 5. Ezek. xvi. 20, 21. Wiéifd. xii. 4, 5. 
+ 2 Kings iii. 27. 
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"Tis true, God did here in this Inftance try the 
Faith and Obedience of dbraham to himielf, whe- 
ther they were as {trong as the Pagans exhibited 
to their Idols. Yet did he withal take effectual 
Care, and that by a miraculous Interpofition, to 
prevent the Execution; and provided himfelf a 
Ram, as a vicarious Subftitute, to fupply the Place 
of J/aac * immediately. As for the Cafe of 
Fephtha’s Daughter, which may be urged againft 
what I have above afferted, it is mott probable 
fhe was not facrificed, and that her Father’s Vow 
extended only to her being devoted to the pub- 
lick Service of God, ina State of perpetual Vir- 
ginity. And Fofepbus, who thought on the con- 
trary that her Father really facrificed her, con- 
demns him for it, as having offer’d an Oblation 
neither conformable to the Law, nor acceptable 


to God. 


6thly, That J/aac being at this Time no lefs 
than twenty-five Years of Age, and Abraham 
ore hundred twenty-five, it is not to be fuppofed 
the latter could bind the former, in order to of- 
fer him in Sacrifice, but by his own free Con- 
fent; which Confent of the Party who is to fuffer, 
feems abfolutely neceffary in all fuch Cafes; and that 
the young Man did freely confent to his ownIm- 
molation, St. Clement and Fo/epbus are both very 
pofitive. Nor did Fephtha perform his rafh Vow, 
whatever it were, till his Daughter had given her 
Confent to it, Fudges xi. 36, 37. 








athly, That Abraham (as it fhould feem) never 
defpair’d entirely of the Interpofition of Provi- 
dence for the Prefervation of J/aac, altho’ in O- 

bedience 
* Gem. XXil. 11, 125.33. 
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bedience to the Command he prepared to facri- 
fice him unto God. This appears to be intima- 
ted in Abraham's Words to his Servants when he 
order’d them to halt, and wait there for his and 
Tfaac’s Return, Gen. xxu.s. As alfo in his An- 
{wer to his Son, when he enquired after the Lamb 


for a Burnt-offering, ibid. y. 7. both which Pat- 


fages look fomewhat like fuch an Expectation. 
However, it is evident that Abrabam, and one 
may fuppofe Z/aac alfo, firmly believed, that if 
God fhould permit him to be actually flain, he 
would certainly and fpeedily raife him again from 
the Dead. This, to be fure, is fuppofed in 4bra- 
ham’s W ords to his Servants already quoted, and 
is clearly and juftly collected from this Hiftory by 
the Author to the Hebrews, chap. ix. 17, 18, 19. 
And this Reafonimg was both obvious and unde- 
niable; That fince God was Truth itfelf, and had 
promiled Abraham that in I/aac fhould bis Seed be 
called; and fince withal it is here fuppofed, that 
Ifaac was to be {lain as a Sacrifice before he had 
any Iffue, God was for certain obliged by his Pro- 
mifes, in thefe Circumftances, to raife him again 
from the Dead. And this was reckon’d by the 
Apoftle an eminent Inftance of that Faith, where- 
by Abraham believed God, and it was in nputed to 
him for Righteoufne/s ; viz. That he trufted if God 
fhould permit J/aac to be facrificed, he would 
quickly raife him again from the Dead ; from 

a, nce alfo he received him at firft ina Figure, Heb. 
.19. And for the begetting and eftablifhing 
this firm Affurance in God , befides the general 
Confideration of the divine Veracity, Abrabam 
had had conftant Experience of a fpecial and gra- 

cious Providence attending him, continually blef- 

fing and enriching him, till this his 12 sth Year: 


and efpecially in beflowing upon him this very 
Son 
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Son, in confequence of a Promife, which there 
was no human Probability of ever being fulfili’d ; 
and which he had as little Reafon to hope or look 
for, as now for his being raifed from the Dead, 
or reftored to him again, as it were, from the Al- 
tar. 






8 rhly, That this Affurance therefore, that God, 
if he permitted J/zac to be flain, would infallibly 
raife him again from the Dead, entirely alters the 
State of the Cafe of Abraham's facrificing L/aac 
to the true God, from that of all human Sacri- 
fices whatfoever, offered to falfe ones. All others 
being done without the leaft Promife or Profpeét 
of fuch a Refurrection. And this indeed takes 
away all Pretence of Injuftice in the divine Com- 
mand, as well as of all Inhumanity in 4brabam’s 
Obedience to it. 


othly, That this wholeTranfaétion looks fo ve- 
ry like an Intention in God to typify in J/aac, a 
beloved, or only begotten Son, what was to happen 
long afterward to the Mefliah, God’s own beloved 
and only begotten Son, whofe Day Abraham faw by 
Faith beforehand, viz. that he by the determinate 
Counfel of God fhould be flainas a Sacrifice, and foould 
be raifed again the third Day; and this at Jerufa- 
lem al/o; and that in the mean time, God would ac- 
cept of the Sacrifices of Rams, and the like Ani- 
mals, at the fame City of Jerufalem, that one can- 
not eafily avoid the Application. Efpecially fee- 
ing the Type and the Antitype agree in fo many 
remarkable Circumftances. 4s, the Sacrifice be- 
ing ordered at the Land of Moriah, where Fefus 
quas afterwards crucified , the returning of Uaac back 
alive the third Day, as Chrift alfo rofe the third 
Day from the Dead; the Sacrifice itfelf being to be 
the 
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the only beloved or begotten Son of Abraham, as our 
Redeemer was of bis heavenly Father; Uaac bear- 
ing the Wood on which he was to be facrific’d, as 
our Lord did that of his Crofs. All which Parti- 
culars being peculiar and extraordinary, render 
the prefent Aypothe/is extremely probable. 

But now, if after all it be objected, That how 
typical foever this Affair of brabam and L/aac 
might be in itfelf, of which the Heathens about 
them could have little Notion; yet fuch a divine 
Command to Abraham, mutt however be of ve- 
ry ill Example to the Gentile World; and that it 
is likely, it either did firft occafion, or at leaft 
greatly encourage their wicked Practices in offer- 
ing their Children for Sacrifices to their Idols; it 
may be an{wer’d, 


1othly, That quite the Reverfe: As the neigh- 
bouring Gentiles could receive no manner of Im- 
prefion from this Command, nor be influenc’d 


at all thereby as a Precedent to act agreeable to it, 


fince the like was a/ready their own ufual Pra- 
tice; fo, on the other hand, God’s miraculous 
Interpofition to prevent the Execution of it, as 
well as his Provifion of a vicarious Oblation in 
lieu of the defigned Offering, feem to have been 
the immediate Occafions of the Abolition, about 
this very Time, of thofe impious Sacrifices of 
Men, which till then were common among the 
Egyptians. For it is certain that People had 4- 
brabam in great Veneration, having derived from 
him, while he fojourn’d among them, all that 
Science and recondite Learning, for which they 
were afterwards fo celebrated; on which {core 
they would be very attentive to, and ftrongly af- 
feéted by fuch an amazing Incident as this hap- 
pening to him; and it is demonftrable by Chro- 
nology, 
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nology, that the firft Abolition of human Expi- 
ations in that Country, and Subftitution of wax- 
en Images in their f{tead, was in the Time of Zeth- 
mofis, who was Contemporary with Z/aac, and 
the thirteenth Year of whofe Reign there, was 
coincident with that of this intended Sacrifice; 
which Reformation in the Worfhip of that Peo- 
ple, this Prince was moft probably induc’d to or- 
dain, by the Information he received of this afto- 
nifhing Teftimony of the God of Abraham’s Dil- 
approbation of them in the Cafe of Z/aac; which 
Tranfaétion he could not long remain ignorant of, 
as Heliopolis the Metropolis of his Empire was 
but an hundred and twenty Miles diftant from 
the Scene of it. And this Account of the mat- 
ter, not only enervates all the groundlefs Sufpici- 
ons and frivolous Objections of modern Infidels, 
with refpeé to the Propriety and Fitnefs of this 
whole Proceeding, but alfo fhews, on the con- 


trary, the great Seafonablenefs and Advantage of 
it, as proving the direct Means of putting a ftop 
to the Barbarity (at leaft) of the Egyptians in of- 
fering human Viétims, and that for many, if not 
for all future Generations. 





ARTICLE XXVI. 


The Htstory of the Affairs of Church and 
State in Scotland, from the Beginning of 
the Reformation in the Reign of King 
James V. to the Retreat of Queen Mary 
into England, Anno 1568. Taken from 
the publick Records, and other authentick 
Vouchers. Vol, 1. Edinburgh: Printed 
by Thomas and Walter Ruddimans, for 


George Stewart and Alexander Symmer, 
Undertakers; and fold by them and Gavin 
Hamilton, Book/ellers. 1734. Folio. Pagg. 
594, befides a large Appendix, and Index, 


confifting together of 264 Pages. 


oBERT KeEiTH, the Compiler of thefe 
hiftorical Tranfactions (who is, as I am in- 
form’d, a Scottifo Nonjuring Bifhop ) tells us in 
his Advertifement to the Reader, that he has pro- 
ceeded upon a folid Foundation in colle&ting them 
together; and that he has made it his Care to 
fupport them all along by the Faith of the pub- 
lick Records of the Nation; the Letters and Ne- 
gotiations of Princes and Minifters of State, and 
other the like unqueftionable Vouchers. 


OcTOBER 1724, U In 
7 34 
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In the Management however of this Collecti- 
on, the. Author is fenfible there are-fome things 
for which he need to befpeak the Readers Fa- 
vour. ‘The firft is, the Freedom he has takeri to 
cenfure the Defeéts and Mi/reprefentations of for- 
mer Hiftorians. Some (he fays) may think, it 
had been fufficient for him to have fet the parti- 
cular Facts in their true Light by the above-men- 
tioned Authorities, without taking any farther 
Notice of the Errors of other Writers concern- 
ing them. And fo it wou’d, if all, or the great- 
eft Part of thofe that. read Hiftory, were of a 
Capacity to form Obfervations by themfelves, to 
difcern the Intention of Writers, the ‘Tendency 
of their Narrations, and to diftinguifh their 
merely accidental and undefigning Miftakes: But 
fince this is far from beirig the Cafe with every 
Reader, it was thought not improper to take a 
different Method, and caft in fome curfory Re- 
marks for the Benefit of the Generality, tho’ ftill 
without any Affeétation of impofing them on 
Peifons of a better Difcernment. 

Another thing the Compiler of this Work a- 
pologizes for, is, the many original Aéis, Letters, 
fc. inferted therein at the juft Length. If the 
firft Intention of affording a well fupported Hi- 
{tory of this Nation be kept in View,’ it will ap- 
pear evident that feveral original Papers muft have 
been tranfcribed into it; and yet to infert all mutt 
have render’d the Book unfizeable, and have nau- 
feated the Reader; it was a’ matter therefore of 
no {mall Difficulty to determine juftly, which to 
exhibit at full length, and which to give only an 
‘Abftraé&t of; which fhould be interwoven with 
the Relation itfelf, and which of them fhould be 
caft into an Appendix ; fince it was ealy to fore- 


{ce, that whatever wou’d appear proper to the 
I Author 
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Author in this matter, might feem quite the Re- 
verfe to many others. In this great Uncertainty, 
all he can fay for himfelf is, that he has done 
what feemed moft eligible to him at the Time, 
but declares withal that he is by no means obiti- 
nate in vindicating the Choice he has made. 

The laft and principal thing for which the Au- 
thor thinks he has great need to beg the Forgive~ 
nefs of his Readers, is the not ranging all the par- 
ticular Faéts, and every Voucher of them, in 
their due and proper Plaees. Had the Publication 
of this Work been deferr’d for a longer Space, 
he would furely have taken care to difpofe the 
Materials of it into. a more regular Situation; but 
the time at firft propos’d for that being already 
much clapfed,. (through the Lofs or falling by of 
fome Records of the Privy-Council) and fundry 
things coming to hand, after there was ground 
given to look for no more; the Author found 
himfelf under a Neceflity, either to fupprefs 
thefe- Memorials altogether, and fo leave fome 
Fa&s wholly untouch’d, and others but too im- 
perfectly cleared up, or elfe to infert thefe {till 
welcome Informations in fuch Places as could 
then moft conveniently receive them. But be- 
fides all this, he ingenuoufly confeffes, that upon 
reconfidering the Work after {ome Part of it had 
been printed off, he obferved that feveral things 
were needful to be added to it; and thefe he 
chofe rather to throw in after the beft manner he 
could, than allow the Book to go abroad under 
any known Imperfeétions. 

Thefe are the things for which it was judg’d 
proper to offer an Excufe, rather chan for the 
Language and Sule that cloath this Hiftory, and 
which fome perhaps may find fault with: For 


tho’ the Author already perceives thofe might 
: Uz have 
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have been in many Inftances better, (in which 
Concefflion he is certainly much in the right) yet 
if Truth, Reafon and Per/picuity be found here, 
tis believed the Readers will be well pleafed, and 
eafily overlook the other Difadvantages. And as 
the Difcovery of Truth will always be of Ufe to 
Mankind; fo he affures us, the pe 
upon and correcting any Miftakes that may lur 
in this Work, fhall be agreeable to no body more 
than to himfelf. 

This Undertaking is certainly a Great and No- 
ble One, and it is to be hoped the Reverend Per- 
fon engag’d in it will difcharge it throughout, 
with a Care and Fidelity anfwerable to his Pro- 
feflions, becoming his Funétion, and fuitable both 
to the Grandeur and Importance of his Defign. 
It is a Matter of very juft Complaint, that while 
true Hiftory is in itfelf fo exceeding ufeful, fo 
conducive to the Intereft as well as Pleafure of 
Mankind, a faithful Hiftorian is almoft a chime- 
rical Character, and impartial Hiftory a thing 
fcarcely to be found; tho’ without thefe Qualifi- 
cations, they can neither of them be of any real 
Worth, but, on the other hand, muft needs be 
hateful to wife Men, and extremely pernicious to 
the Vulgar. As for us in thefe Kingdoms, we 
owe much of our unhappy Divifions and Animo- 
fities, with all the fatal Confequences of them, 
to the Weaknefs or Unfairnefs rather of our late 
Hiftorians, who have inlifted themfelves in oppo- 
fite Parties, and inftead of genuine Relations of 
Perfons and Things have too commonly afforded 
us little elfe but Invective or Panegyrick. Theit 
own Minds have been previoufly biaffed by inve- 
terate Prejudices, founded on Education, Ambi- 
tion, private Engagements, political Difappoint- 
ments, or fome accidental Difguits; and then no 
wonder 
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wonder if all, purely their own, that flow’d from 
their Pens be Falfhood and Difguife ; if their Por- 
traits, their Reprefentations and Reflections have 
no other Tendency but to miflead and irritate 
their Readers and Admirers. All our Story-Wri- 
ters of the laft and prefent Age are not indeed in- 
fected with equal Degrees of Partiality, though 
it cannot be faid that any one of them is abfolute- 
ly free of it. There is certainly a vaft Diftin&i- 
on to be made between Spoti/wood, Melvil, Cam- 
den, Rufbworth, H’bitlock, Clarendon, Burnet, 
Echard, and Rapin, tho’ none of them were per- 
fe€tly difinterefted; and fuch as Knox, Calder- 
wood, Buchannan, Pryn, Sanderfon, O—dm—x—n 
and S—/m—n. The former err’d only fome- 
times or often, the latter are feldom or never in 
the right, when they treat of any thing they ei- 
ther valued or miflik’d. There is a malignant 
Tinéture diffus’d through all their Accounts of 
Men and Affairs, which is apt to taint where- 
ever it influences, to obfcure the Intelleét, and 
poifon the Affections. 

Several of thefe were in other refpeéts truly 
great Men, and wanted nothing but unmixed In- 
tegrity and Uprightnelfs, and being wholly divett- 
eft of Selfifhneis, to have merited the higheft 
Efteem of their Country, and the united Applau- 
fes of all their Fellow-Citizens, inftead of the 
Attachments and Encomiums of any particular 
Faétion; to have rivall’d, or may be outdone, a 
Thuanus or Father Paul, and to have tranfmitted 
their Fame without any Blemifh, to future Ge- 
nerations: And even among the latter there ftands 
a Name, which if it could be clear’d from the 
Imputation of Malice and Detraétion, would 
fhine with unfully’d Luftre, and might be rank’d 
with that of Xenophon or Thucydides. What Pity 
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is it that the brighteft Talents fhould not exert 
themfelves without fuch an Alloy! or that a Re- 
putation, which might afpire to the Meafure of 
ere: and tor other things vye with that of 
Saluft or Livy, fhould be at all eclips’d by the 
worft Gyiceie ‘of hiftorical Frailty. For what 
was there in the Erudition or Eloquence of thofe 
illuftrious Writers; what Correétnefs, Skill or 
Beauty in the Stile, Order and Difpo ition of 
their Works, which may not be parallel’d by 
fitde or Buchannan. 

It has been faid, that an Epic Poem is an En- 
terprize of the greatett Dignity and Difficulty 
that the human Capacity can atchieve; but I am 
of Opinion, a good Hiftory is a much harder, as 
well as nobler Performance ; and that it is eafier 
for fome Men to write an J/iad, than it is for any 
Man to reprefent the publick T ranfactions of a 
divided Nation in a fair and undifguifed View. It 
fignifies but little, how general or intimatean Ac- 
quaintance an Hiftorian has with Courtiers or In- 
trigues of State, how extenfive his natural Ge- 
nius is, how univerfal his Acquirements, how co- 
pious his Invention, how regular, exact, or art- 
ful his Plan, or with what Graces and Ornaments 
of Language he can embellith it; the utmoft 
Stretch of thefe Abilities, without a nice Dif- 
cernment, inflexible Sincerity, an ardent Love of 
Truth, and Averfion to all Falfhood and Deceit, 
are but as founding Brafs, and as a tinkling Cym- 
bal; and a Hittory which is not infpired and go- 
verned by thefe excellent owes ities, is as infigni- 
ficant and contempuble as Religion without Cha- 
rity. 

But, alas! How rare is it to find one in which 
they are in any meafure con{fpicuous? And on the 
sae hand, how frequent are fuch as make not 
the 














Art.26. the Republick of Letters. 315 


the leaft Difcovery of them? And I fear the Mif- 
fortune is well nigh remedilefs, as it arifes from 
the Imbecility and Corruption of our Nature, 
and the Predominancy of that Selfifhnefs which 
dwells in every Breaft, and which nothing can 
wholly eradicate. “While Hiftorians are fallible 
Men, and have finifter Ends to ferve, Hiftory 
will be blended with Fable; and while the com- 
mon Herd of Readers have low and weak Un- 
derftandings, Error and Delufion will be encou- 
raged and prevail, by finding, with all fuch, at 
leaft as welcome a Reception as Truth and plain 
Dealing. The wife and honeft Minority who 
are unwilling to be deceived, when they are 
fearching into recent Fa¢ts or modern Story, muft 
not rufh upon the Belief of any thing precipi- 
tately, but deliberately oppofe their Judgments, 
as the beft Antidote againft a Contagion they 
have fo much Caufe to fufpeét and beware of, and 
from which it is to be fear’d none they can en- 
quire of is abfolutely clear. They muft aflume 
the Liberty of examining, reflecting, and judg- 
ing for themfelves, and muft tuffer no Man upon 
Earth to be Mafter of their political, any more 
than of their theological Faith; they muft know 
how to fhun Extremes, and make proper Allow- 
ances and Abatements; they muft no more take 
the Character of Archbifhop Laud from Heylin, 
or of Hamden or Hollis trom Clarendon, than they 
would Bolingbrcke’s from Burxzet, or Bifhop 4t- 
terbury’s from Oldmixon. They muft confer the 
Reprefentations of both Sides one with another, 
fhuffle them well together (if I may ule fuch a 
Phrafe) and exa¢ily divide them; if then, all 
Perfons and Proceedings have not their Due, it 
wil come as near to it as it poflibly can; and if it 
be not precifely ftriét, it will however be moral 


Juftice. U 4 Ir 






































































































































316 The Prefent State of Art. 26. 


It muft be confefs’d, the Method our Author 
has taken in compiling the Hiftory of his Coun- 
try, is of all others the fafeft, and fitteft to be 
depended on: For as, on the one hand, it lays a 
Guard upon the Compofer not to contradié& his 
Vouchers, but exprefs himfelf conformable to 
them; fo on the other, if an Hiftorian, in this 
Way, make wrong Reprefentations of things, 
the Reader is enabled, by thofe publick and au- 
thentick Inftruments laid before him for their 
Confirmation, to difcern the Fraud, and ward 
off the Impreffion of it. And it is upon this laft 
Account I take the Book before us to be efpeci- 
ally valuable, as it contains a choice and curious 
Colleé&ion of fuch original A&s, Letters and Re- 
cords, which are highly eftimable for their own 
fakes, let the Publifher’s Principles, Intentions, 
Reafonings and Narrations relating to them be 
what they will; as they give us the livelieft and 
moft faithful Ideas of the great Perfonages they 
are the Tranfcripts and Remains of, and the clear- 
eft as well as trueft Apprehenfions of the arduous 
Affairs they were concerned in. So that on Sup- 
pofition the Right Reverend Prelate, who has 
been at fo much Pains to furnifh us with them, 
fhould be under the Power of any Party Preju- 
dices himfelf, and prompted thereby to difcolour 
his Objects, or draw any of his Pictures fairer or 
more deformed than the real Life, (which yet 
we are not haftily to prefume) he has kindly fup- 
ply’d us with Means of deteéting the Miftake, 
and obviating the mifchievous Effects of it. 

The firft Volume, befides a fhort Introduéti- 
on, confifts of three Books; the firft containing 
twelve, the fecond thirteen, and the third fix Chap- 
ters; to all which is fubjoined an Appendix (of 
original Papers and Records, with other Documents, 
mention’d 
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mention’d and referr’d to in the foregoing Hifto- 
ry) divided into three Parts. ‘The whole is well 
worthy of a large and very diftin&t Abftra&, and 
fuch a one the Fublick fhall iz time be gratified 
with; at prefent | have room only for that of the 
Introduction, which is defigned to give an Ac- 
count of the Form of this Work; a View of the 
Scottifo Nation for fome time before the Refor- 
mation ; and the firft Rife of the Separation from 
the Church of Rome. 

With refpeé to the firft, be /ays, that nothing 
being more wanted than fuch a Hiftory as this be- 
fore us, he has endeavoured to fupply that Defeé& 
to the World in general, and to fatisfy in particular 
the juft Defire of fo many Perfons of Learning, 
Curiofity, and Diftinétion, who have long with’d 
for it. He apprehended he could no way fo well 
acquit himfelf to the Satisfaction of all! in the 
forming thereof, as by following clofely the Re- 
cords of the Kingdom, and fuch private Docu- 
ments as are of an authentick Character: When 
thefe fail him, he fills up the Chafm with an A- 
bridgment of what former Hifforians have record- 
ed of the Times he treats of. 

As to the State of Scot/and for fome time pre- 
ceeding the Reformation, he takes notice, there 
had been a continued Chain of tedious Minorities 
in the Royal Family, following each other for no 
lefs than fix Generations. Which could not fail 
to weaken the Government, by giving Opportu- 
nity to Faétions amoneft the Nobility, and Con- 
tempt of the Laws, which is the conftant Con- 
comitant both of the one and the other. Nor 
did it a little contribute to the Increafe of this 
Diforder, that the five ‘fames’s were not only a 
long time under Age, but that they all died in the 
Flower of it, before they had Leifure to reform 
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thefe Abufes, or to fettle their Government on a 
fteady Foundation. In fuch a weak and perplex’d 
Situation of the State as this, any intended Alte- 
rations would moft eafily take Effedt, as the Ma- 
nagers of them could meet with but very. little 
Obitruétion. But of all the foremention’d Mi- 
norities, the laft, being that of Queen Mary, was 
the moft dangerous to the Peace and ‘Tranquillity 
of the Realm, but the moft favourable Junéture 
that could have fall’n out for a Change in Reli- 
gion: fhe being a very Infant, a Female, and car- 
ried away into a foreign Country, there to be 
married to a moft Antichriftian Husband, in the 
Senfe of the Junovators, who wou’d thence take 
occafion to fill the People with Jealoufies, to fpi- 
rit them up to Rage againft Jdolatry, and to create 
in them a hearty Diflike againft the Defenders and 
Protectors of it. 

Next, as to the Ecclefiaftical State; the Cler- 
gy were poffels’d of great Revenues, as alfo of 
almoft all the Pofts of Profit and Honour in the 
Kingdom. By means of which they became idle 
and voluptuous, and likewife Objects of Hatred 
to the Great, and of Contempt to the Smail/; fo 
that both heartily agreed in their Depreffion. And 
they had made Religion to confift of fuch Trifles 
as mu{t be immediately difcovered and rejeéted, 
when once they came to bedifputed and canvafs’d. 

But this was not all: For the Clergy being us’d 
to no Oppofition, had taken no Care to enable 
the Laity to defend or maintain their religious 
Principles; nay, moft of themfelves were no bet- 
ter qualified for doing fo. For which Reafons it 
could hardly be otherways, but moft Part of their 
' locks would quickly fall off, to thofe who put 
the ‘divine Oracles into their Hands, inftruéted 
them in the Principles of Chriftianity, and could 
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in a more convincing manner than they had be- 
fore been accuftomed to, demonftrate to them 
the Infufficiency and Folly of thofe Doétrines and 
Praétices they had formerly been inur’d to. 

Finally, What Sort of a Reformation might 
rationally be expected under the foregoing Cir- 
cumftances is not difficult to guefs. It could 
{carcely be a regular one, where the xew Preach- 
ers were ignorant and indifcreet, and the Nobility 
had nothing in View but the Wealth of the Church 
for their own Enrichment. And fo inconiiderately 
were they influenc’d by this imprudent Covetout- 
nefS (not refleGting how fecure and opulent a 
Provifion thofe /acred Treafures were us’d to be 
for their younger Sons and Daughters) that the 
Mob itfelf, inftigated by their Teachers, was not 
more keen to deftroy the holy Buildings, than 
the Nobility and Gentiy were to $ eese-ad the Wealth 
of them. 


CICSIEIEIDEDEDEDEPI CHILE CHILIIEHICICHICMIEVD 
ARTICLE XXVIII. 


State of Learning. 
PA & tm 


HE. Royal Academy of Sciences propofes, 

for the Subieét of the Prize, which re- 

gards the general Sytem of the World and Phy- 

fical Aftronomy, and which falls in the Year 

1736, this Queftion, wz. What are the Laws 
according to which Light is propagated ¢ 

The Pieces in Anfwer to this Query mutt be 

fent before the firlt of September 1735, and the 

Academy will at.theit firft publick Meeting after 

Eaffer, declare which of them deferves the ares 
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M. Fobn Bernoulli, Profeffor of Mathematicks 
at Bafil, and M. Daniel Bernoulli his Son, who 
has been at Petersburg, have gain’d the Prize for 
the Year 1734, which was double, and was di- 
vided into two, becaufe the two Performances 
were of equal Merit. Perhaps, as the two beft 
Performances happen’d to be thofe of Mef. Bernoul- 
li, Father and Son, the Company might be induc’d 
to divide the Spoil, in order to prevent domeftick 
Differences. 

EONDON. 
ERE is fold by Meff. Zanys and Manby at 
the Weft End of St. Paul’s, and by Paul 
Vaillant oppofite Southampton- Street inthe Strand, 
Book{ellers; the fourth Volume of Sigonius’s 
Works, containing, 

1. A Letter in /talian, from ‘Fo. Andrew Aftem 
zati of Brefcia, a Benedittine Monk, to Philip 
Argelati of Bononia, with a Latin Verfion of it, 
in which, befides other remarkable things, he 
treats of the Geographical Map of Pale/tine. 

2. An Alphabetical Comparifon of San/on and 
Reland’s Maps, with thofe of Cellarius, Calmet, 
de la Rue, and Cautelius. 

3. Seven Books of Szgonius on the Fewi/h Re- 
publick, with the Notes of Abbe Laurence Maffei. 

4. The facred Hiftory of Sulpicius Severus in 
two Books, with Sigonius’s Commentary. In 
this Edition are added the Notes of divers learned 
Men, and the Emendations of F. Vorftius. For 
the Convenience of the Reader, the Notes are 
inferted in their proper Places. 

5. Sigonius’s Ecclefiaftical Hiftory from the Birth 
of Chrift to the Year 311. Now firft publith’d 
from a Manufcript in the Vatican Library, with 
the Prolegomena of Horatius Bladcus a Reman 
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